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SECTION A - SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION

The purpose of Amendment 0002 to RFP W56HZV-11-R-0001 is:

1. To remove, from the third paragraph of GCV IFV Overall Approach portion of the Executive Summary the words "the TD phase exit

criteria (TBD)" and replace with "any contract requirements that are not yet completed". The sentence now reads "In addition, TD phase

contractors will further refine the Unit Manufacturing Cost (UMC) estimates and focus on any contract requirements that are not yet

completed during the remainder of the TD phase per the Statement of Work (Attachment

001)."

2. To remove references to Historically Black Colleges and Universities/Minority Institutions (HBCU/MI) from the the evaluation criteria

of the RFP to comply with a change in Department of Defense policy. As a result of this amendment, all references to HBCU/MI are removed

from RFP Section L.8, the text formerly at paragraph L.8.1.3.3 (c) was deleted and the text formerly at L.8.1.3.3 (d) was renumbered to

L.8.1.3.3 (c). HBCU/MI was removed from the table located within paragraph L.8.1.3.1. The reference to HBCU/MI in paragraph M.4.6.2 has

been deleted as a result of this amendment. The term 'Total Contract Price' replaces the term 'Total Estimated Contract Cost' in the

table within paragraph L.8.1.3.1. In paragraphs M.4.6.1 and M.4.6.2, the term 'Total Contract Price' is replaced with 'Total Contract

Target Price'.

3. To Revise the last sentences in paragraphs L.3 and M.3.1 to read as follows: "An offeror will only be eligible to receive one (1)

award regardless of the number of proposals it submits.  It is the Government's intent to award up to three (3) contracts to three (3)

separate offerors competing independently that do not share a common parent, do not have a parent/subsidiary relationship with the other

awardee(s), and are not affiliates (as defined in FAR 19.101) of the other awardee(s)." References to offerors was changed to lower case

from upper case except where the word is the first in the sentence.

4. To change paragaph L.4.1.2.2 to read as follows: The offeror shall submit an Integrated Master Plan (IMP) that: clearly defines the

offeror's master plan for the contract; identifies key events, accomplishments and criteria; is traceable to and consistent with the

Integrated Master Schedule (IMS), and is consistent with DI-OT-10-10119 in Exhibit A. The key events shall include, but are not limited

to, a System Requirements Review (SRR), a System Functional Review (SFR) and a Preliminary Design Review (PDR). The IMP shall contain

events, accomplishments and criteria through delivery of the First Full-Up Prototype Vehicle in the EMD phase that are descriptive,

concise and specific to the offeror's GCV IFV development and design. Each IMP task shall have a task description that briefly describes

the task that includes inputs required for successful accomplishment of the task, the accomplishment criteria and outputs for the task.

The IMP shall define the contractor's program events, accomplishments required to complete the events, and the entry and exit criteria

for determining that the accomplishments are complete.

5. To change the submittal date in Attachment 0011, Past Performance Questionnaire to 'by the closing date of RFP W56HZV-11-R-0001 as

indicated on the cover sheet' from December 15, 2010. A new attachment is posted to

http://contracting.tacom.army.mil/majorsys/gcv/rfp_attach/rfp_attach.htm as a result of this amendment.

6. To update Attachment 0009, DD-254. A "For Official Use Only" marking has been applied to the DD-254 form and block 10(e)(2) of the

the form, has been changed to indicate 'Yes'. The DD-254 continuation sheet has been updated with guidance on handling of Non-SCI

Intelligence Data. The date of the DD-254 has been updated to 15 December 2010.

7. To delete NCI from paragraph L.1.3 and L.1.3.3 as a Government Support Contractor.

8. To add Caelum Research to paragraph L.1.3 and L.1.3.3 as a Government Support Contractor. As a result of this addition, the required

due date for agreements with the Government Support Contractors has been changed to 15 January 2011 in paragraph L.1.3.2.

9. To add clause E-102, clarifying the applicability of clause 52.211-4016, CARC PAINT-PRETREATMENT REQUIREMENTS FOR FERROUS, GALVANIZED

AND ALUMINUM SURFACES to the GCV TD phase.

10. To add language to paragraphs L.1.2.2 and L.5.1.1 eliminating the requirement to submit hard copies of the Integrated Master

Schedule (IMS) with proposals.

11. To add language to paragraph L.2 clarifying that if the IMS submitted with the proposal is incorporated into the contract(s)

resulting from this RFP, any depicted effort outside of the TD phase, included in the IMS submitted with the proposal for evaluation

purposes, will be removed.

12. To update the following FAR/DFARs clauses to the most current versions or delete clauses that have been removed from FAR/DAFRs:

Updated Clauses_______________

252.222-7006

252.225-7004

252.225-7006

252.225-7016

252.249-7002

52.209-8
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52.203-7

52.203-12

52.209-6

52.215-2

52.215-13

52.215-14

52.215-15

52.219-9

52.222-20

52.222-35

52.222-36

52.222-37

52.232-17

52.248-1

52.244-6

52.244-2

52.204-8

252.225-7003

52.215-20

Prior version deleted, New version added________________________________________

252.219-7003

252.219-7004

Deleted from RFP, clauses are no longer valid_____________________________________________

52.222-99

New clause added________________

52.222-40 (Replacement for 52.222-99)

13. To add paragraph L.6.1.8, to clarify to offerors that certified cost and pricing data is not required in response to this RFP.

14. To make the following changes to Section F:

The second F.3.2 is renumbered to F.3.3.

F.3.14 From: The CBRN study required by SOW C.20.5.6 shall be delivered via ACE NLT 60 Days prior to PDR.

To: The CBRN study required by SOW C.20.5.6 shall be delivered via ACE ninety (90) days after contract award and updated NLT 90 Days

prior to PDR.

F.3.16 From: The Affordability Assessment required by SOW C.4.7.3 shall be delivered via ACE no earlier than 180 days and no later than

200 days after contract award.

To: The Affordability Assessment required by SOW C.4.5.3 shall be delivered via ACE no earlier than 180 days and no later than 200 days

after contract award.

F.3.23 From: The Affordability Assessment documentation required by SOW C.4.7.3 shall be delivered via ACE no later than 10 days after

the Affordability Assessment meeting required by SOW C.4.7.3 is conducted.

To: The Affordability Assessment documentation required by SOW C.4.5.3 shall be delivered via ACE no later than 10 days after the

Affordability Assessment meeting required by SOW C.4.5.3 is conducted.

15. To make changes to Exhibit A, CONTRACT DATA REQUIREMENTS LIST. As the changes contain Controlled Unclassified Information, a

detailing of the changes will be included with the distribution of the revised Exhibit. The date of the Exhibit is changed to 21

December 2010.

16. To make changes to Exhibit B, GOVERNMENT FURNISHED INFORMATION_INTERFACE CONTROL DOCUMENTS. As the changes contain Controlled

Unclassified Information, a detailing of the changes will be included with the distribution of the revised Exhibit. The date of the

Exhibit is changed to 21 December 2010.

17. To make changes to Attachment 0001, GCV IFV STATEMENT OF WORK. As the changes contain Controlled Unclassified Information, a

detailing of the changes will be included with the distribution of the revised Attachment. The date of the Attachment is changed to 21

December 2010.

18. To make changes to Attachment 0002, GCV IFV PERFORMANCE SPECIFICATION. As the changes contain Controlled Unclassified Information, a

detailing of the changes will be included with the distribution of the revised Attachment. The date of the Attachment is changed to 21
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December 2010.

19. To make changes to Attachment 0018, DYNAMIC OBJECT-ORIENTED REQUIREMENTS SYSTEM (DOORS) GCV IFV PERFORMANCE SPECIFICATION. As the

changes contain Controlled Unclassified Information, a detailing of the changes will be included with the distribution of the revised

Attachment. The date of the Attachment is changed to 21 December 2010.

20. To make changes to Attachment 0026, GCV IFV PERFORMANCE SPECIFICATION TIERED REQUIREMENTS LIST AND DEFINITION. As the changes

contain Controlled Unclassified Information, a detailing of the changes will be included with the distribution of the revised

Attachment. The date of the Attachment is changed to 21 December 2010.

21. Except as amended herein, RFP W56HZV-11-R-0001 is unchanged.

                                               *** END OF NARRATIVE A0003 ***

Notwithstanding the designation on the cover page of this Request for Proposal (RFP), the GCV IFV TD phase contract will not be D0A4

rated and will have no rating until the production phase is initiated.

Additionally, electronic submission of proposals, notwithstanding any such clauses to the contrary in this RFP, is not an acceptable

form of proposal delivery. The specific direction for proposal delivery is located in Section L of this RFP.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Ground Combat Vehicle (GCV) Infantry Fighting Vehicle (IFV)

Technology Development (TD) Phase

REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL # W56HZV-11-R-0001

Additional GCV IFV information is contained at the GCV IFV webpage at http://contracting.tacom.army.mil/majorsys/gcv/gcv.htm

INTRODUCTION

Request for Proposal W56HZV-11-R-0001 (RFP) is hereby issued by the US Army TACOM Life Cycle Management Command (LCMC) for the TD phase

of the GCV IFV program. The Army has established a GCV IFV program to develop and procure ground combat vehicles. The GCV IFV program

uses an incremental or block approach to develop and procure ground combat vehicles based on technology maturity, schedule and

affordability constraints while addressing key operational gaps.

The first ground combat vehicle will be the GCV IFV offering a highly-survivable platform for delivering a nine-Soldier infantry squad

to the battlefield. The GCV IFV is the first vehicle that will be designed and developed to operate in an improvised explosive device

(IED) environment and will be highly survivable, mobile and versatile. Future increments are yet to be defined but may be focused on

capability improvements and/or additional GCV variants as the Army defines specific requirements.

This RFP represents the Army's sole request for this requirement. The prior solicitation for the GCV IFV TD Phase is cancelled in its

entirety and no longer informs this RFP in any fashion.

TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT PHASE AFFORDABILITY

Any proposal received in response to this RFP that proposes a price in excess of $450,000,000 will be considered unaffordable.

GCV IFV PROGRAM INTENT

The GCV IFV Program's intent is to develop and deliver an affordable and effective infantry fighting vehicle in seven years by utilizing

mature technologies and focusing on system design that integrates all subsystems and components.

It is the Government's intent for contractors to utilize mature, low-risk technologies.  To this end, offerors need to identify their

approaches to maximize the inclusion of mature technologies selected, giving consideration to any modifications necessary for effective

integration.  Offerors may non-developmental, modified non-developmental or developmental solutions.  The specific evaluation criteria
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are described in Section M of this RFP.

The GCV IFV Program is driven to achieve four primary imperatives referred to as the "Big Four".  These imperatives have been decomposed

into the Tier One (1) GCV IFV Performance Specification requirements.

These "Big Four" imperatives are defined as follows:

-Force Protection is achieving a threshold level of protection for all occupants against the threats identified in the classified annex

of the GCV IFV Performance Specification.

-Capacity is a vehicle crew and a fully-equipped nine soldier Infantry squad.

-Full Spectrum is a versatile platform able to adapt and/or enhance capabilities through configuration changes of armor and network

while providing for growth over time in terms of size, weight, power and cooling.

-Timing is the delivery and acceptance of the first production GCV IFV vehicle within seven years of the TD phase contract award.

Offerors must balance Affordability with the achievement of the "Big Four" imperatives.  The Government's average Unit Manufacturing

Cost target for the GCV IFV Program is $9,000,000 to $10,500,000 per unit expressed in Government fiscal year 2010 constant dollars (as

defined by the 2010 Office of the Secretary of Defense Inflation Guidance  FY2011 President's Budget).  In addition, the GCV IFV target

Operation & Sustainment cost is $200 per mile expressed in Government fiscal year 2010 constant dollars (as defined by the 2010 Office

of the Secretary of Defense Inflation Guidance  FY2011 President's Budget).

The GCV IFV has three Tiers of requirements (Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3), the definitions of which are contained in Attachment 026 to

this RFP. In responding to the RFP, offerors are encouraged to perform tradeoff analysis within the available trade space of the GCV IFV

requirement, defined as the Tier Two and Tier Three requirements listed in Attachment 026, to provide an affordable, capable vehicle

within seven years of TD phase contract award.

GOVERNMENT FURNISHED PROPERTY (GFP)/GOVERNMENT FURNISHED EQUIPMENT (GFE)

No GFP or GFE is offered as part of this RFP. Offerors may request GFP and GFE as part of their proposals provided they identify the

Government Program or Agency that is to provide the GFP/GFE along with documentation that the Government Program Agency agrees to

provide the GFP/GFE and the GFP/GFE will be available for the requested period.

GCV IFV OVERALL PROGRAM APPROACH

Technology Development Phase

The GCV IFV development effort will consist of three phases: Technology Development (TD), Engineering and Manufacturing Development

(EMD), and Production and Deployment (PD).

The goal of the TD phase is to reduce overall risk for entering into the EMD phase by developing an affordable, feasible and

operationally effective preliminary design. The 24 month period of performance will focus on development of a system design that

integrates all subsystems and components to reduce technical risk and balances affordability with system performance.

The key program event of the TD phase is the Preliminary Design Review (PDR) which will be held no later than 18 months after award of

the TD phase contracts. Upon completion of the PDR, TD phase contractors will continue to reduce integration risk while maturing their

designs and incorporate key findings from the PDR. In addition, TD phase contractors will further refine the Unit Manufacturing Cost

(UMC) estimates and focus on any contract requirements that are not yet completed during the remainder of the TD phase per the Statement

of Work (Attachment 001).

The Government intends to award up to three (3) Fixed Price Incentive Fee(FPIF) contract(s) for the TD phase. The share ratio for

overruns is 0/100 (Government/Contractor) and the share ratio for underruns is 80/20 (Government/Contractor). Refer to FAR clause 52.216-

16 located at I-132 of this RFP for additional detail regarding Incentive Fee. The share ratios are not subject to negotiation.

Proposals offering an alternative share ratio or contract type will not be considered. Selection of the offeror(s) for this phase will

be based on the assessment of proposals submitted in response to this RFP and evaluated in accordance with Section M.

During performance of the TD phase contracts, contractors are required to deliver the following two subsystem prototypes: (i) a Mine

Blast Subsystem Prototype Test Article; and (ii) a Rocket Propelled Grenade Protection Subsystem Prototype.  In addition to these

required prototypes, offerors may propose prototypes in addition to the two specified to mitigate areas of risk in their proposed

initial concepts.  However, the Government will not take delivery of any additional prototypes for testing.

A large aspect of the GCV IFV TD phase is preparation for a seamless entrance into the EMD phase.  Therefore, as part of its proposal,

offerors are required to submit an Integrated Master Plan (IMP) that contains events, accomplishments and criteria through delivery of
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the First Full-Up Prototype Vehicle (30 months from award of the EMD contract).  Similarly, offerors are required to submit an

Integrated Master Schedule (IMS) that contains planning packages through delivery of the Early Prototype (-) vehicle (12 months from

award of the EMD contract).

Engineering and Manufacturing Development (EMD) phase

The EMD Phase, which is currently planned to be solicited in Fiscal Year 2013, will focus on completing a GCV IFV detailed design,

building integrated GCV IFV prototypes, further reducing integration risk and conducting key tests including Production Qualification

Testing (PQT), a Limited User Test, and ballistic survivability testing. EMD contracts will include a 48 month period of performance and

will be awarded based on a best value source selection to select up to two (2) contractors based upon price, schedule and technical

performance. It is the intent of the Army to limit competition to the TD phase contractors. If the Army does not obtain approval for

limited competition, then the solicitation for the EMD phase will be issued on the basis of full and open competition.

It is anticipated that the criteria listed below will be principal determining factors in EMD contract award.  Detailed evaluation

criteria for the source selection are anticipated to be available within the first year of the TD phase.

Potential evaluation criteria, which may change based upon changing circumstances and the needs of the Army,  for the EMD competition

may include the evaluation of a proposal that:

- Is affordable within the EMD price, UMC targets, and O&S cost targets

- Achieves the Tier 1 GCV IFV Performance Specification requirements

- Exhibits a high level of design maturity (e.g. drawings completed,

  Substantiating engineering analysis, logical architecture defined,

  low risk software build plan in place, etc.)

- Provides the warfighter with operational utility

- Achieves identified reliability levels

- Contains a credible EMD plan that includes the delivery of prototypes

  to test in accordance with the GCV IFV Program Plan (Attachment 008).

- Mitigates integration risks prior to completion of EMD to demonstrate

  compliance with the GCV IFV Performance Specification established at

  MS B.

- Has the ability to deliver EMD prototypes with capability to

  successfully execute the Limited User Test

- Contains an executable EMD schedule to produce, deliver, and test EMD

  prototypes and prepare for successful delivery of the first

  production vehicle

- Achieves as much capability of the Tier 2 GCV IFV Performance

  Specification requirements as possible

- Credibly achieves performance levels between threshold to objective

  in specified GCV IFV Performance Specification requirements

- Limits restrictions on the Government's ability to use or disclose

  technical data

At this time, in an effort to reduce integration risk, 15 GCV IFV integrated system prototypes are planned to be required during the EMD

phase from each contractor. These include the delivery of 3 integrated Early Prototype (-) vehicles (two for government testing and one

delivered to the contractor integration facility for contractor integration testing) prior to the delivery of the 12 First Full-Up

Prototype vehicles. The Early Prototypes (-) are to be representative of the target design for the capabilities listed in the EMD

solicitation with minimal surrogate hardware and are targeted to support technical risk reduction and design feedback.

In an effort to reduce integration risk, the EMD scope will require the delivery (see Attachment 008) of three (3) Early Prototype (-)

vehicles (two for Government testing and one delivered to the contractor integration facility) that contain the following (as such,

components (hardware and software) delivered should represent the target design for the capabilities listed with minimal representative

(surrogate) supporting hardware/software):

-     Hull structure and compartmentation, propulsion system,

      suspension, power generation, distribution and management,

      crew/dismount capacity and seating

-     Turret structure with compartmentation and primary weapon, coax,

      CIWS, missile, target acquisition sensors, fire control, target

      handoff capability (hunter-killer) and manual backup operation of

      weapons

-     Modular armor with attachments

-     Associated computing and data distribution

      infrastructure/architecture (e.g., databus, operating system,

      middleware)
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-     Associated crew station (e.g., user interface, inceptor, etc.)

Delivery of Early Prototype (-) vehicles will initiate developmental testing to checkout and verify integrated design capabilities and

provide feedback to critical design activities for implementation of appropriate corrective actions ahead of the CDR and delivery of

First Full-Up Prototype vehicles.

Production and Deployment (P&D) phase

The Government currently plans to solicit for the P&D phase in Fiscal Year 2017, and may award one or more contracts for the P&D phase.

It is anticipated that meeting delivery schedules and vehicle pricing will be the principal determining factors in selecting a P&D phase

contractor(s). The P&D phase will update the detailed vehicle design in preparation for full rate production. The Government intends to

request separate pricing for a Technical Data Package (TDP) to be evaluated as part of the award for the P&D phase.

MGV BODY OF KNOWLEDGE

Offerors may choose to leverage the development from the cancelled Manned Ground Vehicle (MGV) program.  This data, referred to as the

MGV Body of Knowledge (BoK) may be accessed through registration at Federal Business Opportunities (fbo.gov). Registration requires a

valid CAGE code that is not currently on the Excluded Parties List (EPLRS).  Use of this data is not required for proposal submission.

The Government will maintain the MGV BoK at the FBO website until the closing date for submission of proposals.

The link to the FBO website is the following:

https://www.fbo.gov/index?s=opportunity&mode=form&id=5b5248bf45d727858bb74a693de21f93&tab=core&_cview=1

Additional information on accessing the MGV Body of Knowledge is the following:

http://contracting.tacom.army.mil/majorsys/gcv/gcv.htm

CLASSIFIED INFORMATION

Classified Information Request Procedures: Offerors must have a valid US security clearance of SECRET or higher in order to respond to

this RFP, because the RFP includes an annex classified at the SECRET level which will be released only to offerors possessing the

appropriate clearance. All classified material must be handled in accordance with the National Industrial Security Program Operating

Manual (NISPOM), DoD 5220.22-M and the DD-254 for this RFP (Attachment 009). The classified annex to the RFP will only be sent on

electronic media (CD/DVD). As a result, an Information Systems clearance of at least SECRET will be required to view the Classified

Annex to this RFP.

While only a SECRET clearance is required to receive the classified annex to this RFP, contract performance will require SECRET/Special

Access Required (SAR) facility and Information System clearances. See Attachments 009 and 010, GCV IFV DRAFT DD-254 and GCV DRAFT

Security Classification Guide, respectively, for more information on the requirements for receiving and handling classified information

in conjunction with the RFP and resulting contracts.

Requests for the classified portion of this RFP must be made by the offeror's Facility Security Officer (FSO) via e-mail to

DAMI_GCV@conus.army.mil with the title "Request for GCV RFP Classified Annex".

Requests made by other than the FSO will not be processed.

Contractors must destroy classified material received or generated under contracts reulting from this RFP not later than 2 years

following completion of the contract or as soon as it is no longer needed, whichever comes first.  Firms that do not submit a proposal

or who withdraw their proposals must destroy or return classified material generated or received under this RFP not later than 180 days

after the opening date of proposals.  Firms who submit a proposal that is not accepted by the Government or does not result in a

contract award to the firm have 180 days after notification to destroy or return classified information.

The following information must be provided and must match the offeror's information in the Industrial Security Facilities Database

(ISFD):

- The Company Name and Classified Mailing Address (must match ISFD information)

- CAGE Code

- Name of Facility Security Officer (FSO) with Telephone Number(s), Datafax Number, and E-mail Address

- CAGE Code(s) and Address(es) of the Company Facility (Facilities) intended to participate in Proposal Preparation and Performance of

the GCV IFV Program where classified material will be utilized.
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CONTROLLED UNCLASSIFIED INFORMATION

Controlled Unclassified Information(CUI)Request Procedures: This RFP contains CUI that will only be sent to offerors upon an approved

request.  The below Attachments and Exhibits contain CUI:

Attachment 0001 (Statement of Work)

Attachment 0002 (GCV IFV Performance Specification)

Attachment 0004 (GCV IFV Reliability Failure Definition and Scoring Criteria)

Attachment 0005 (GCV IFV Operational Mode Summary/Mission Profile)

Attachment 0009 (GCV IFV DRAFT DD-254)

Attachment 0010 (GCV Draft Security Classification Guide)

Attachment 0012 (Work Breakdown Structure)

Attachment 0015 (Equipment Stowage List Requirements)

Attachment 0018 (DOORS GCV IFV Performance Specification)

Attachment 0020 (Subsystem Prototype Test Asset Requirements Matrix)

Attachment 0025 (GCV IFV Specification Requirements Matrix)

Attachment 0026 (GCV IFV Performance Specification Tiered Requirements List_Compliance Matrix)

Exhibit A (Contract Data Requirements List)

Exhibit B (Government Furnished Information_Interface Control Documents)

Any CUI material held by an offeror not awarded a GCV IFV TD phase contract shall be destroyed in accordance with the Controlled

Unclassified Information document provided with the CUI information 30 days after award of the GCV IFV TD contract or cancellation of

this RFP, and destruction receipts certifying destruction will be provided to the Contracting Officer.

In addition, note that certain attachments to the RFP have limited distribution and/or export controlled statements in accordance with

DoD Directive, Distribution Statements on Technical Documents.  The most restricted level of distribution on CUI is Distribution

Statement F.

Offerors must also state in their request that the offeror in possession of the documents will comply with the handling requirements of

DoDD 5230.24 and DoDD 5230.25. Upon receipt of the CUI, receipents will review Attachment 10 (GCV DRAFT Security Classification

Guide)and immediately advise the PCO if they are unable to handle the CUI in accordance with the applicable provisions of this

attachment. If this is the case, the receipent shall not view any other portion of the CUI until additional instruction is received.

Requests for CUI documents must made to the Contract Specialist via e-mail at DAMI_GCV@conus.army.mil with the Subject [Name of

Requesting Firm-Request for GCV IFV CUI Documentation] Requests must completely address all information identified above  incomplete

requests will not be considered.  The Government reserves the right to request additional information as required.

Requests for any CUI must clearly state:

- The Company Name and Mailing Address (must match CAGE code address) where the electronic media (CD/DVD) is to be sent

- CAGE Code

- Point of Contact (POC) with Telephone Number(s), Datafax Number, and electronic mail Address

- CAGE Code(s) and Address(es) of the Company Facility (Facilities) intended to participate in Proposal Preparation and Performance of

the GCV IFV Program

-In the event your firm does not possess a CAGE code, the Certification of Proposal Preparation and Performance Facility (Facilities)

identifying qualification in accordance with paragraph 3.2 of DoDD 5230.25, Withholding of Unclassified Technical Data from Public

Disclosure for those companies that do not have a CAGE Code assigned must be completed.

Offerors approved to receive the CUI documents will receive an electronic mail from the Contract Specialist confirming approval of the

request. Following approval, the Government will send, via postal mail or an overnight carrier (e.g. FedEx, USPS), the CUI information

on a CD-ROM to the address provided in the request.

See Section L of this RFP for proposal submission instructions.

ARMOR RECIPE

The Army is funding the development of light weight high performance armor, the recipe of which may, at the discretion of the offeror,

be utilized to provide the GCV IFV protection levels required by the GCV IFV Performance Specification.  The armor recipe is provided in

the classified annex to this RFP.  There will be no inherent advantage or inherent disadvantage to an offeror that selects the Army

armor solution.  Each solution will be evaluated on its own merits.  It is the responsibility of the offeror to select the armor

solution best suited for their design to meet the relevant requirements of the GCV IFV Performance Specification.
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WALK-THROUGH OF PRICE VOLUME

At a time to be determined after proposal submission, but not earlier than seven calendar days after, each offeror shall be prepared to

provide a walk-through, to be held in a location to be determined within the Detroit Metropolitan Area, of the Price Volume of its

proposal for the purpose of enhancing the Government's understanding of the structure and organization of the submitted Price Volume. It

is the Government's intention to schedule an appointment for each offeror. The walk through will be determined after receipt of

proposals. A time frame of no more than 4 hours will be provided to each offeror. If the Competitive Range has not yet been established,

discussions as defined in FAR 15.306(d) will not be permitted during this walk through.

DYNAMIC OBJECT-ORIENTED REQUIREMENTS SYSTEM (DOORS) COMPATIBLE GCV IFV PERFORMANCE SPECIFICATION

A DOORS compatible performance specification is provided as Attachment 0018 to this RFP. If any inconsistency between the DOORS version

and the '.pdf' version (Attachment 0002) is present, the requirement as defined by Attachment 0002 prevails.

NOTICE REGARDING SUBCONTRACTING

L.8 Small Business Participation Factor Volume.  Percentages are

calculated using proposed total CONTRACT Target Price as the denominator andinclude first tier (refers to subcontracting, not

specification level)subcontracting only.  Goals for evaluation purposes are contained in M.4.

Section I  - Subcontracting Plan clauses.  Percentages are

calculated based on total SUBCONTRACTING amount as the denominator and

include first tier subcontracting only.

H-101  Use of Comprehensive Subcontracting Plan and GCV IFV -

Internal Subcontract Reporting.  If a Comprehensive Subcontracting Plan is incorporated into a contract resulting from this

solicitation, the

contractor must submit a report listing total small business subcontracting DOLLARS for first tier subcontracts issued under the

contract.   No Percentages are required in this report.  The report is in ADDITION to any reports required to be submitted into eSRS.

The Period of Performance for this contract will be for 24 months after contract award.

                                               *** END OF NARRATIVE A0001 ***
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SECTION E - INSPECTION AND ACCEPTANCE

E-102 MIL-DTL-53072, CHEMICAL AGENT RESISTANT COATING (CARC) APPLICABILITY TO GCV TD PHASE

The first paragraph of clause 52.211-4016, located at E-5 of this RFP, is included to inform offerors that adherence to MIL-DTL-53072

will ultimately be a requirement of the GCV IFV and designs should accomodate this. MIL-DTL-53072 is not a requirement of any hardware

deliverables within the TD phase. Additionally, as this process isn't required during the TD phase, there will be no related acceptance

of painting processes as noted in the clause during the period of performance of the contract(s)resulting from this RFP.

The second paragraph of 52.211-4016 does apply to the TD phase.

                                               *** END OF NARRATIVE E0003 ***
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SECTION F - DELIVERIES OR PERFORMANCE

F.1  Period of Performance     _____________________

F.1.1  All effort required under this contract shall be completed within twenty four (24) months after contract award.

F.2  Delivery of Subsystem Prototype Test Assets to Primary Test Site     ________________________________________________________________

F.2.1  All subsystem prototype test assets will be delivered FOB Destination.  The PCO will provide ship-to delivery addresses 60 days

prior to delivery.

F.2.2 Rocket Propelled Grenade (RPG) Protection Subsystem Prototype shall be delivered to Redstone Test Center no later than 425 days

after contract award.

F.2.3 Mine Blast Subsystem Prototype Test Article shall be delivered to the Aberdeen Proving Grounds (APG) no later than 425 days after

contract award.

F.3 Data Deliverables    _________________

The SOW referenced paragraphs below may be found in Attachment 0001, Statement of Work. All references to PDR refer to the Preliminary

Design Review which is to be held no later than 18 months after contract award.

F.3.1 Delivery of data set forth in the contract shall be in accordance with the Contract Data Requirements List, DD Form 1423. (Exhibit

A) for those deliverables covered under that Exhibit.

F.3.2 The Logistics Data Management study required by SOW C.17.12 shall be delivered via ACE NLT 60 Days prior to PDR.

F.3.3  The Stowage/Packaging List  required by SOW C.17.14 shall be delivered via ACE NLT 60 Days prior to PDR.

F.3.4  The Cross Country Mobility report required by SOW C.20.1.1 shall be delivered via ACE NLT 60 Days prior to PDR.

F.3.5 The Perryman 3/Munson Road Course report required by SOW C.20.1.2 shall be delivered via ACE NLT 60 Days prior to PDR.

F.3.6 The Dynamic Simulation Obstacle report required by SOW C.20.1.3 shall be delivered via ACE NLT 60 Days prior to PDR.

F.3.7 The Electro Optical/Infared Sensor model results  required by SOW C.20.3.1 shall be delivered via ACE NLT 60 Days prior to PDR.

F.3.8 Results required by SOW C.20.3.2 shall be delivered via ACE NLT 60 Days prior to PDR.

F.3.9 The schematics, drawings and other design data required by SOW C.20.4 shall be delivered via ACE NLT 60 Days prior to PDR.

F.3.10  The models, material properties and definitions required by SOW C.20.5.1 shall be delivered via ACE NLT 60 Days prior to PDR.

Models, material definitions and drawings, and final models and drawings shall be delivered when prototypes are delivered.

F.3.11 The Criticality Assessment required by SOW C.20.5.2.3.1 shall be delivered via ACE NLT 60 Days prior to PDR.

F.3.12 The Signature Management analysis required by SOW C.20.5.4.1 shall be delivered via ACE NLT 60 Days prior to PDR.

F.3.13 The Soldier Survivability Mitigation Plans required by SOW C.20.5.5 shall be delivered via ACE NLT 60 Days prior to PDR.

F.3.14 The CBRN study required by SOW C.20.5.6 shall be delivered via ACE NLT 90 days after award and updated NLT 90  Days prior to PDR.

F.3.15 The Meeting Minutes required by SOW C.3.2 shall be delivered via ACE within 5 business days of the conclusion of the applicable

meeting.

F.3.16 The Affordability Assessment required by SOW C.4.5.3 shall be delivered via ACE no earlier than 180 days and no later than 200

days after contract award.

F.3.17 The Modeling and Simulation Test Results and Data required by SOW C.7.2 shall be delivered  via ACE no later than 550 days after

contract award.

F.3.18 The Failure Definition and Scoring Criteria comments required by SOW C.18.6 shall be delivered  via ACE no later than 200 days

after contract award.
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F.3.19  The MANPRINT Issues Database required by SOW C.15.3 for MANPRINT WG meetings shall be initiated no more than 30 days after

contract award. Updates to the database shall be made no more than five days afer identification of a MANPRINT issue as defined by SOW

C.15.3 and the references contained therein.

F.3.20  The MANPRINT Events schedule required by SOW C.15.4 shall bedelivered  via ACE no later than 60 days after contract award.

MANPRINT Event Reports required by SOW C.15.4 shall be delivered no later than 30 days after the respective MANPRINT event is conducted.

F.3.21  The EMD/LRIP IMP/IMS required by SOW C.4.6, shall have its initial delivery  via ACE no later than 180 days after contract award

and an update shall be delivered  via ACE no later than 60 days prior to PDR.

F.3.22  The IETM Development Plan required by SOW C.17.5 shall be delivered via ACE no later than 60 days prior to PDR.

F.3.23 The Affordability Assessment documentation required by SOW C.4.5.3 shall be delivered via ACE no later than 10 days after the

Affordability Assessment meeting required by SOW C.4.5.3 is conducted.

F.3.24 The Software Measurement Data required by SOW C.6.2 shall be delivered via ACE no later than 90 days after contract award with

updates every 60 days thereafter through the period of performance of this contract.

F.3.25 The Lean Six Sigma strategies and plans required by SOW C.16.6 shall be delivered via ACE no later than 180 days after contract

award.

F.3.26 The Provisioning Planning Analysis/Plan required by SOW C.17.4 shall be delivered via ACE no later than 60 days prior to PDR.

F.3.27 The Plan to Design and Fault Isolate to the LRM level required by SOW C.17.7 shall be delivered via ACE no later than 240 days

after contract award.

F.3.28 The Failure Reporting, Analysis, and Corrective Action System (FRACAS) data required by SOW C.18.5 shall be delivered via ACE no

later than 240 days after contract award.

F.3.29 The Force Protection Actual System Test Data required by SOW C.20.5.3.2 shall be delivered via ACE no later than 60 days prior to

PDR.

F.3.30 The Task Analysis required by SOW C.20.9.1 shall be delivered via ACE no later than 60 days prior to PDR.

F.3.31 The Training Support Packages required by SOW C.20.9.2 shall be delivered via ACE no later than 60 days prior to PDR.

F.3.32 The Systems Integration Metrics Data required by SOW C.21.4 shall have an initial delivery via ACE no later than 120 days after

contract award. Updates shall be delivered via ACE every 60 days thereafer.

F.3.33 The Rooftop Placement Diagrams required by SOW C.21.6 shall be delivered via ACE no later than 60 days prior to PDR.

F.3.34 The schedule required by SOW C.21.7.1 shall be delivered via ACE no later than 90 days after contract award.

F.3.35 The verification data required by SOW C.22.3 shall have an intial delivery via ACE no later than 60 days after contract award.

Updates shall be delivered via ACE every 30 days through the end of the contract period of performance.

F.3.36 The contractor inputs to Milestone B planning documentation shall be delivered via ACE no later than 90 days after PDR.

F.3.37 The detailed Anti- Tamper solution required by SOW C.25.4 shall be delivered via ACE no later than 60 days prior to PDR.

F.3.38 The test data from any additional prototypes proposed by the offeror will be assigned a delivery date after contract award and

shall be delivered via ACE.
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                                               *** END OF NARRATIVE F0001 ***
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SECTION H - SPECIAL CONTRACT REQUIREMENTS

        Status  Regulatory Cite                                  Title                                       Date        Status  Regulatory Cite                                  Title                                       Date        _______ _______________  ______________________________________________________________________  ____________        _______ _______________  ______________________________________________________________________  ____________

    H-1 CHANGED 252.222-7006     RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF MANDATORY ARBITRATION AGREEMENTS               DEC/2010
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SECTION I - CONTRACT CLAUSES

        Status  Regulatory Cite                                  Title                                       Date        Status  Regulatory Cite                                  Title                                       Date        _______ _______________  ______________________________________________________________________  ____________        _______ _______________  ______________________________________________________________________  ____________

    I-1 CHANGED 52.203-7         ANTI-KICKBACK PROCEDURES                                                  OCT/2010

    I-2 CHANGED 52.203-12        LIMITATION ON PAYMENTS TO INFLUENCE CERTAIN FEDERAL TRANSACTIONS          OCT/2010

    I-3 CHANGED 52.209-6         PROTECTING THE GOVERNMENT'S INTEREST WHEN SUBCONTRACTING WITH             DEC/2010

                                 CONTRACTORS DEBARRED, SUSPENDED, OR PROPOSED FOR DEBARMENT

    I-4 DELETED 52.209-8         UPDATES OF INFORMATION REGARDING RESPONSIBILITY MATTERS                   APR/2010

    I-5 CHANGED 52.215-2         AUDIT AND RECORDS--NEGOTIATIONS                                           OCT/2010

    I-6 CHANGED 52.215-13        SUBCONTRACTOR CERTIFIED COST OR PRICING DATA--MODIFICATIONS               OCT/2010

    I-7 CHANGED 52.215-14        INTEGRITY OF UNIT PRICES                                                  OCT/2010

    I-8 CHANGED 52.215-15        PENSION ADJUSTMENTS AND ASSET REVERSIONS                                  OCT/2010

    I-9 CHANGED 52.219-9         SMALL BUSINESS SUBCONTRACTING PLAN                                        OCT/2010

   I-10 CHANGED 52.222-20        WALSH-HEALEY PUBLIC CONTRACTS ACT                                         OCT/2010

   I-11 CHANGED 52.222-35        EQUAL OPPORTUNITY FOR VETERANS                                            SEP/2010

   I-12 CHANGED 52.222-36        AFFIRMATIVE ACTION FOR WORKERS WITH DISABILITIES                          OCT/2010

   I-13 CHANGED 52.222-37        EMPLOYMENT REPORTS ON VETERANS                                            SEP/2010

   I-14 ADDED   52.222-40        NOTIFICATION OF EMPLOYEE RIGHTS UNDER THE NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS        DEC/2010

                                 ACT

   I-15 CHANGED 52.232-17        INTEREST                                                                  OCT/2010

   I-16 CHANGED 52.244-6         SUBCONTRACTS FOR COMMERCIAL ITEMS (DEC 2010) -- ALTERNATE I (JUN          JUN/2010

                                 2010)

   I-17 CHANGED 52.248-1         VALUE ENGINEERING                                                         OCT/2010

   I-18 ADDED   252.219-7003     SMALL BUSINESS SUBCONTRACTING PLAN (DoD CONTRACTS)                        OCT/2010

   I-19 ADDED   252.219-7004     SMALL BUSINESS SUBCONTRACTING PLAN (TEST PROGRAM)                         OCT/2010

   I-20 CHANGED 252.225-7004     REPORT OF INTENDED PERFORMANCE OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES AND CANADA--     OCT/2010

                                 SUBMISSION AFTER AWARD

   I-21 CHANGED 252.225-7006     QUARTERLY REPORTING OF ACTUAL CONTRACT PERFORMANCE OUTSIDE THE UNITED     OCT/2010

                                 STATES

   I-22 CHANGED 252.225-7016     RESTRICTION ON ACQUISITION OF BALL AND ROLLER BEARINGS                    DEC/2010

   I-23 CHANGED 252.249-7002     NOTIFICATION OF ANTICIPATED CONTRACT TERMINATION OR REDUCTION             OCT/2010

   I-24 CHANGED 52.244-2         SUBCONTRACTS                                                              OCT/2010

(a) Definitions. As used in this clause

  Approved purchasing system means a Contractors purchasing system that has been reviewed and approved in accordance with Part 44 of the

Federal Acquisition Regulation (FAR)

  Consent to subcontract means the Contracting Officers written consent for the Contractor to enter into a particular subcontract.

  Subcontract means any contract, as defined in FAR Subpart 2.1, entered into by a subcontractor to furnish supplies or services for

performance of the prime contract or a subcontract. It includes, but is not limited to, purchase orders, and changes and modifications

to purchase orders.

(b) When this clause is included in a fixed-price type contract, consent to subcontract is required only on unpriced contract actions

(including unpriced modifications or unpriced delivery orders), and only if required in accordance with paragraph (c) or (d) or this

clause.

(c) If the contractor does not have an approved purchasing system, consent to subcontract is required for any subcontract that--

  (1) Is of the cost-reimbursement, time-and-materials, or labor-hour type; or

  (2) Is fixed-price and exceeds

    (i) For a contract awarded by the Department of Defense, the Coast Guard, or the national Aeronautics and Space Administration, the

greater of the simplified acquisition threshold or 5 percent of the total estimated cost of the contract; or

    (ii) For contracts awarded by a civilian agency other that the Coast Guard and the National Aeronautics and Space Administration,

either the simplified acquisition threshold or 5 percent of the total estimated cost of the contract.

(d) If the Contractor has an approved purchasing system, the Contractor nevertheless shall obtain the Contracting Officers written

consent before placing the following subcontracts:  TBD prior to contract award

(e)(1) The Contractor shall notify the Contracting Officer reasonably in advance of placing any subcontract or modification thereof for
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which consent is required under paragraph (b), (c), or (d) of this clause, including the following information:

    (i) A description of the supplies or services to be subcontracted.

    (ii) Identification of the type of subcontract to be used.

    (iii) Identification of the proposed subcontractor.

    (iv) The proposed subcontract price.

    (v) The subcontractors current, complete, and accurate certified cost or pricing data and Certificate of Current Cost or Pricing

Data, if required by other contract provisions.

    (vi) The subcontractors Disclosure Statement or Certificate relating to Cost Accounting Standards when such data are required by

other provisions of this contract.

    (vii) A negotiation memorandum reflecting --

      (A) The principal elements of the subcontract price negotiations;

      (B) The most significant considerations controlling establishment of initial or revised prices;

      (C) The reason certified cost or pricing data were or were not required;

      (D) The extent, if any, to which the Contractor did not rely on the subcontractors certified cost or pricing data in determining

the price objective and in negotiating the final price;

      (E) The extent to which it was recognized in the negotiation that the subcontractors certified cost or pricing data were not

accurate, complete, or current; the action taken by the Contractor and the subcontractor; and the effect of any such defective data on

the total price negotiated;

      (F) The reasons for any significant difference between the Contractors price objective and the price negotiated; and

      (G) A complete explanation of the incentive fee or profit plan when incentives are used. The explanation shall identify each

critical performance element, management decisions used to quantify each incentive element, reasons for the incentives, and a summary of

all trade-off possibilities considered.

  (2) The Contractor is not required to notify the Contracting Officer in advance of entering into any subcontract for which consent is

not required under paragraph (c), (d), or (e) or this clause.

(f) Unless the consent or approval specifically provides otherwise, neither consent by the Contracting Officer to any subcontract nor

approval of the Contractors purchasing system shall constitute a determination --

  (1) Of the acceptability of any subcontract terms or conditions;

  (2) Of the allowability of any cost under this contract; or

  (3) To relieve the Contractor of any responsibility for performing this contract.

(g) No subcontract or modification thereof placed under this contract shall provide for payment on a cost-plus-a-percentage-of-cost

basis, and any fee payable under cost-reimbursement type subcontracts shall not exceed the fee limitations in FAR 15.404-4(c)(4)(i).

(h) The Contractor shall give the Contracting Officer immediate written notice of any action or suit filed and prompt notice of any

claim made against the Contractor by any subcontractor or vendor that, in the opinion of the Contractor, may result in litigation

related in any way to this contract, with respect to which the Contractor may be entitled to reimbursement from the Government.

(i) The Government reserves the right to review the Contractors purchasing system as set forth in FAR Subpart 44.3.i

(j) Paragraphs (c) and (e) of this clause do not apply to the following subcontracts, which were evaluated during negotiations:  TBD

prior to contract award.

   I-25 ADDED   52.209-8         UPDATES OF INFORMATION REGARDING RESPONSIBILITY MATTERS  (DEVIATION --    OCT/2010
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                                 2011-0001)

(a) (1) The Contractor shall update the information in the Federal Awardee Performance and Integrity Information System (FAPIIS) on a

semi-annual basis, throughout the life of the contract, by posting the required information in the Central Contractor Registration

database at http://www.ccr.gov (see 52.204-7).

  (2) At the first semi-annual update on or after April 15, 2011, the Contractor shall post again any required information that the

Contractor posted prior to April 15, 2011.

(b) (1) The Contractor will receive notification when the Government posts new information to the Contractor's record.

  (2) The Contractor will have an opportunity to post comments regarding information that has been posted by the Government. The

comments will be retained as long as the associated information is retained, i.e., for a total period of 6 years. Contractor comments

will remain a part of the record unless the Contractor revises them.

  (3) Public access to information in FAPIIS. (i) Public requests for system information that was posted prior to April 15, 2011, will

be handled under Freedom of Information Act procedures, including, where appropriate, procedures promulgated under E.O. 12600.

    (ii) As required by section 3010 of Public Law 111-212, all information posted in FAPIIS on or after April 15, 2011, except past

performance reviews, will be publicly available.

(End of clause)

   I-26 DELETED 52.222-99        NOTIFICATION OF EMPLOYEE RIGHTS UNDER THE NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS        JUN/2010

                                 ACT  (DEVIATION 2010-O0013)

   I-27 DELETED 252.219-7003     SMALL BUSINESS SUBCONTRACTING PLAN (DoD CONTRACTS (DEVIATION -- #2008-    FEB/2009

                                 O0008)

   I-28 DELETED 252.219-7004     SMALL BUSINESS SUBCONTRACTING PLAN (TEST PROGRAM) (DEVIATION -- #2008-    FEB/2009

                                 O0008)
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SECTION J - LIST OF ATTACHMENTS

    List of                                                                                         Number    List of                                                                                         Number

    Addenda                                   Title                                    Date        of Pages     Transmitted By    Addenda                                   Title                                    Date        of Pages     Transmitted By________________   ____________________________________________________________   _______________  ____________ _______________________________   ____________________________________________________________   _______________  ____________ _______________

Exhibit A          CONTRACT DATA REQUIREMENTS LIST                                21-DEC-2010      0NA          EMAIL

Exhibit B          GOVERNMENT FURNISHED INFORMATION_INTERFACE CONTROL             21-DEC-2010      0NA          EMAIL

                   DOCUMENTS

Attachment 0001    STATEMENT OF WORK                                              21-DEC-2010      037          EMAIL

Attachment 0002    GCV IFV PERFORMANCE SPECIFICATION                              21-DEC-2010      240          EMAIL

Attachment 0009    GCV IFV DRAFT DD-254 PLUS CONTINUATION SHEETS                  15-DEC-2010      010          EMAIL

Attachment 0011    PAST PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE                                 21-DEC-2010      010          EMAIL

Attachment 0018    DYNAMIC OBJECT-ORIENTED REQUIREMENTS SYSTEM (DOORS) GCV IFV    21-DEC-2010      0NA          EMAIL

                   PERFORMANCE SPECIFICATION

Attachment 0026    GCV IFV PERFORMANCE SPECIFICATION TIERED REQUIREMENTS LIST     21-DEC-2010      058          EMAIL

                   AND DEFINITION
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SECTION K - REPRESENTATIONS, CERTIFICATIONS, AND OTHER STATEMENTS OF OFFERORS

        Status  Regulatory Cite                                  Title                                       Date        Status  Regulatory Cite                                  Title                                       Date        _______ _______________  ______________________________________________________________________  ____________        _______ _______________  ______________________________________________________________________  ____________

    K-1 CHANGED 52.204-8         ANNUAL REPRESENTATIONS AND CERTIFICATIONS                                 OCT/2010

(a)(1) The North American Industry classification System (NAICS) code for this acquisition is 336992.

  (2) The small business size standard is 1000 or fewer employees.

  (3) The small business size standard for a concern which submits an offer in its own name, other than on a construction or service

contract, but which proposes to furnish a product which it did not itself manufacture, is 500 employees.

(b)(1) If the clause at 52.204-7, Central Contractor Registration, is included in this solicitation, paragraph (d) of this provision

applies.

  (2) If the clause at 52.204-7 is not included in this solicitation, and the offeror is currently registered in CCR, and has completed

the ORCA electronically, the offeror may choose to use paragraph (d) of this provision instead of completing the corresponding

individual representations and certification in the solicitation. The offeror shall indicate which option applies by checking one of the

following boxes:

[  ] (i) Paragraph (d) applies.

[  ] (ii) Paragraph (d) does not apply and the offeror has completed the individual representations and certifications in the

solicitation.

(c)(1) The following representations or certifications in ORCA are applicable to this solicitation as indicated:

    (i) 52.203-2, Certificate of Independent Price Determination. This provision applies to solicitations when a firm-fixed-price

contract or fixed-price contract with economic price adjustment is contemplated, unless--

      (A) The acquisition is to be made under the simplified acquisition procedures in Part 13;

      (B) The solicitation is a request for technical proposals under two-step sealed bidding procedures; or

      (C) The solicitation is for utility services for which rates are set by law or regulation.

    (ii) 52.203-11, Certification and Disclosure Regarding Payments to Influence Certain Federal Transactions. This provision applies to

solicitations expected to exceed $150,000.

    (iii) 52.204-3, Taxpayer Identification. This provision applies to solicitations that do not include the clause at 52.204-7, Central

Contractor Registration.

    (iv) 52.204-5, Women-Owned Business (Other Than Small Business). This provision applies to solicitations that--

      (A) Are not set aside for small business concerns;

      (B) Exceed the simplified acquisition threshold; and

      (C) Are for contracts that will be performed in the United States or its outlying areas.

    (v) 52.209-5, Certification Regarding Responsibility Matters. This provision applies to solicitations where the contract value is

expected to exceed the simplified acquisition threshold.

    (vi) 52.214-14, Place of Performance--Sealed Bidding. This provision applies to invitations for bids except those in which the place

of performance is specified by the Government.

    (vii) 52.215-6, Place of Performance. This provision applies to solicitations unless the place of performance is specified by the

Government.

    (viii) 52.219-1, Small Business Program Representations (Basic & Alternate I). This provision applies to solicitations when the

contract will be performed in the United States or its outlying areas.

      (A) The basic provision applies when the solicitations are issued by other than DoD, NASA, and the Coast Guard.
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      (B) The provision with its Alternate I applies to solicitations issued by DoD, NASA, or the Coast Guard.

    (ix) 52.219-2, Equal Low Bids. This provision applies to solicitations when contracting by sealed bidding and the contract will be

performed in the United States or its outlying areas.

    (x) 52.222-22, Previous Contracts and Compliance Reports. This provision applies to solicitations that include the clause at 52.222-

26, Equal Opportunity.

    (xi) 52.222-25, Affirmative Action Compliance. This provision applies to solicitations, other than those for construction, when the

solicitation includes the clause at 52.222-26, Equal Opportunity.

    (xii) 52.222-38, Compliance with Veterans' Employment Reporting Requirements. This provision applies to solicitations when it is

anticipated the contract award will exceed the simplified acquisition threshold and the contract is not for acquisition of commercial

items.

    (xiii) 52.223-1, Biobased Product Certification. This provision applies to solicitations that require the delivery or specify the

use of USDA-designated items; or include the clause at 52.223-2, Affirmative Procurement of Biobased Products Under Service and

Construction Contracts.

    (xiv) 52.223-4, Recovered Material Certification. This provision applies to solicitations that are for, or specify the use of, EPA-

designated items.

    (xv) 52.225-2, Buy American Act Certificate. This provision applies to solicitations containing the clause at 52.225-1.

    (xvi) 52.225-4, Buy American Act--Free Trade Agreements--Israeli Trade Act Certificate. (Basic, Alternate I, and Alternate II) This

provision applies to solicitations containing the clause at 52.225-3.

      (A) If the acquisition value is less than $25,000, the basic provision applies.

      (B) If the acquisition value is $25,000 or more but is less than $50,000, the provision with its Alternate I applies.

      (C) If the acquisition value is $50,000 or more but is less than $67,826, the provision with its Alternate II applies.

    (xvii) 52.225-6, Trade Agreements Certificate. This provision applies to solicitations containing the clause at 52.225-5.

    (xviii) 52.225-20, Prohibition on Conducting Restricted Business Operations in Sudan--Certification.  This provision applies to all

solicitations.

    (xix) 52.225-25, Prohibition on Engaging in Sanctioned Activities Relating to Iran -- Certification.  This provision applies to all

solicitations.

    (xx) 52.226-2, Historically Black College or University and Minority Institution Representation. This provision applies to--

      (A) Solicitations for research, studies, supplies, or services of the type normally acquired from higher educational institutions;

and

      (B) For DoD, NASA, and Coast Guard acquisitions, solicitations that contain the clause at 52.219-23, Notice of Price Evaluation

Adjustment for Small Disadvantaged Business Concerns.

  (2) The following certifications are applicable as indicated by the Contracting Officer:

    ___ (i) 52.219-19, Small Business Concern Representation for the Small Business Competitiveness Demonstration Program.

    ___ (ii) 52.219-21, Small Business Size Representation for Targeted Industry Categories Under the Small Business Competitiveness

Demonstration Program.

    ___ (iii) 52.219-22, Small Disadvantaged Business Status.

      ___ (A) Basic.

      ___ (B) Alternate I.

    ___ (iv) 52.222-18, Certification Regarding Knowledge of Child Labor for Listed End Products.

    ___ (v) 52.222-48, Exemption from Application of the Service Contract Act to Contracts for Maintenance, Calibration, or Repair of
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Certain Equipment Certification.

    ___ (vi) 52.222-52 Exemption from Application of the Service Contract Act to Contracts for Certain Services--Certification.

    ___ (vii) 52.223-9, with its Alternate I, Estimate of Percentage of Recovered Material Content for EPA-Designated Products

(Alternate I only).

    ___ (viii) 52.223-13, Certification of Toxic Chemical Release Reporting.

    ___ (ix) 52.227-6, Royalty Information.

      ___ (A) Basic.

      ___ (B) Alternate I.

    ___ (x) 52.227-15, Representation of Limited Rights Data and Restricted Computer Software.

(d) The offeror has completed the annual representations and certifications electronically via the Online Representations and

Certifications Application (ORCA) website at http://orca.bpn.gov. After reviewing the ORCA database information, the offeror verifies by

submission of the offer that the representations and certifications currently posted electronically that apply to this solicitation as

indicated in paragraph (c) of this provision have been entered or updated within the last 12 months, are current, accurate, complete,

and applicable to this solicitation (including the business size standard applicable to the NAICS code referenced for this

solicitation), as of the date of this offer and are incorporated in this offer by reference (see FAR 4.1201); except for the changes

identified below [offeror to insert changes, identifying

change by clause number, title, date].  These amended representation(s) and/or certification(s) are also incorporated in this offer and

are current, accurate, and complete as of the date of this offer.

FAR Clause     Title                                      Date               Change

______________________________________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________________________________

Any changes provided by the offeror are applicable to this solicitation only, and do not result in an update to the representations and

certifications posted on ORCA.

(End of Provision)
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SECTION L - INSTRUCTIONS, CONDITIONS, AND NOTICES TO OFFERORS

L.1 The proposal, subject to the Submission, Modification, Revision and Withdrawal, paragraph of Instructions to Offerors - Competitive

Acquisitions (52.215-1, ALT I) contained in Section L of the Request for Proposal (RFP), shall be submitted in the format and quantities

set forth below.  All information necessary for the review and evaluation of a proposal must be contained in the proposal volumes set

forth below.  Section M of the RFP sets forth the evaluation criteria and delineates the factors and sub-factors to be evaluated and

their relative order of importance.  The offeror's proposal, as required by this section, shall be evaluated as set forth in Section M

of this RFP.  The proposal shall be presented in sufficient detail to allow Government evaluation of its response to the requirements of

the RFP.  The Government will not assume the offeror possesses any capability, understanding, or commitment not specified in its

proposal.  It is an offeror's responsibility to submit a well-written proposal, with adequately detailed information which clearly

demonstrates an understanding of and the ability to comply with the RFP requirements to allow for a meaningful review.

L.1.1 The offeror's proposal shall be submitted in six (6) separate volumes as set forth below.  Unless otherwise specified, it is

recommended that proposals be submitted on standard 8.5" x 11" paper with a minimum font size of 10pt. and with a minimum of 0.5"

margins.  Schedules, drawings and other documents more appropriate to larger paper may be placed on fold out sheets no larger than 11" x

17".  A Proposal Executive Summary summarizing your proposal is optional.  It will neither be considered as part of the volumes required

below nor will it be evaluated.  If a Proposal Executive Summary is submitted, it must be submitted as a separate volume from the six

(6) volumes set forth below and it is recommended to be no more than twenty (20) pages.  The offeror's proposal shall consist of the

following volumes:

a. Volume 1: Technical Factor

Chapter 1 Integrated Design

Chapter 2 Technical Approach

Chapter 3 Unit Manufacturing Cost

b. Volume 2: Schedule Factor

c. Volume 3: Price Factor

d. Volume 4: Past Performance Factor

e. Volume 5: Small Business Participation Factor

f. Volume 6: Proposal Terms and Conditions Volume

L.1.1.1 Procedure for Submitting Classified Information (part of Technical Factor):

Classified information shall be submitted as a stand-alone volume.  Do not e-mail or submit any classified information in any of the

volumes listed above.  The classified information must be received by the due date on the cover sheet of this RFP.  This procedure

applies to classified information submitted in electronic format as well.  When submitting classified information, follow the NISPOM

Chapter 5 instructions using the below mailing address:

PEO Ground Combat Systems - GCV Security Office

ATTN: SFAE-GCS-C

Mail Stop 505

6501 E 11 Mile Road

Warren, Michigan 48397-5000

L.1.1.2 Received proposals that require funding in excess of $450,000,000 will be considered unaffordable.

L.1.2 Offerors are required to submit both electronic and paper copies of their proposals as follows:

L.1.2.1 Electronic copies: For each volume, submit four (4) identical copies of the proposal on CD-ROM or DVD utilizing Microsoft (MS)

Word, MS Excel, MS PowerPoint, MS Project, MS Access, OpenPlan or PDF compatible formats.  All MS files shall be 2003/2007 compatible

unless otherwise indicated.  Drawings shall be provided in PDF format except where other formats are specified below (e.g. PRO-E).

Engineering drawings that are not practical for hard copy may be submitted solely in electronic format, but shall be on separate CD-

ROMs/DVDs as an appendix to the Technical Factor Volume.

L.1.2.2 Paper Copies: Submit three (3) identical sets of paper copies of each volume. Paper copies of the Integrated Master Schedule

(IMS) are not required.

L.1.2.3 Each CD-ROM or DVD shall be labeled so that it is easily identifiable for evaluation purposes (example Technical Volume, Set 1

of 4, CD 1 of X), and shall also include the offeror's name and the RFP number.  Each volume shall include a (i) title page, (ii) table

of contents, and (iii) list of tables and figures.  Each page of the proposal shall be numbered, and each paragraph of the proposal

shall have a reference number.    List all attachments and substantiating data in the table of contents under the specific sub-factor

(if applicable) it supports.  The table of contents shall include the following information for each sub-factor (if applicable),

attachment and/or substantiating data listed:

Cross-reference to related Section L paragraph number

Page number

CD-ROM or DVD Volume and number
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File Name

L.1.3 Offerors are advised that Government support contractors (GSCs) that are employees of Jacobs Technology, Inc., MANTECH IS&T and

Caelum Research(information identified below) may serve as evaluators in, or provide support to, the source selection process.

L.1.3.1 The individuals will be authorized access only to those portions of the proposal data and discussions that are necessary to

enable them to perform their respective duties.  The GSCs are expressly prohibited from competing on the subject acquisition.  In

accomplishing their duties related to the source selection process, the GSCs may require access to proprietary information contained in

the offeror's proposal.  To expedite the evaluation process, each offeror must contact the GSCs to effect execution of an agreement

referenced below prior to the submission of proposals.  Pursuant to FAR Part 9.505-4, the GSCs must execute an agreement with each

offeror that states that they will (1) protect the offeror's information from unauthorized use or disclosure for as long as it remains

proprietary, and (2) refrain from using the information for any purpose other than that for which it was furnished.

L.1.3.2 By 15 January 2011, offerors should submit to the Government the agreements that have been executed with the below listed GSCs

as of that date and identify those GSCs where discussions are still ongoing, including an estimated date of completion.  Offerors shall

provide a list of any issues associated with executing agreements with the GSCs.  These documents shall be sent to the Contracting

Officer via electronic mail to DAMI_GCV@conus.army.mil or via postal mail to Greg Donahoe, Contracting Officer, US Army TACOM, 6501 E.

Eleven Mile Road, Mailstop 509, Warren, MI 48397-5000.  The executed agreements shall still be included within the proposal.  If an

offeror feels they will not be able to reach an agreement with any of the listed GSCs below they shall immediately notify the

Contracting Officer via electronic mail at DAMI_GCV@conus.army.mil.

L.1.3.3 The contact information for the GSCs identified above is the following:

Jacobs Technology, Inc.

2010 Lewis Turner Blvd.

Fort Walton Beach, FL 32547-1352

(850) 863-7000 x211

POC: Mr. Gary Thomas

MANTECH Information Systems & Technology Corporation

14280 Park Meadow Drive

Suite 400

Chantilly, VA 20151-2281

(703) 674-2653

POC: Mr. Charles Smith

Caelum Research Corporation

1700 Research Blvd, Ste 250

Rockville, MD 20850

(301)424-8205

POC: Mr. James Bauer

L.1.4 Submission Due Date. The offeror's proposal shall be received at the address set forth below no later than 1:00 PM ET on 21

January 2011.  The offeror must ensure its proposal, in its entirety, reaches its intended destination before the date and time set for

closing of the RFP.

L.1.5 After compiling all of the required information, submit the proposal to the address below.  All proposals delivered in response to

this RFP, whether hand-carried or submitted via U.S. mail, shall be addressed as follows:

US Army TACOM

Attn: GCV Proposal

Bid Lobby

6501 E. Eleven Mile Rd.

Warren, MI 48397-5000

RFP Number: W56HZV-11-R-0001

21 January 2011, 1:00 PM ET

TO BE DELIVERED UNOPENED

(Offeror's name)

L.1.6 Method of Submission. Proposals may either be hand-carried or submitted via US mail.  Electronic mail or facsimile of proposals

and modifications are not authorized.  Hand-carried submissions* include proposals delivered by commercial carriers such as FedEx, UPS
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or services other than the US Postal Service.  Hand-carried proposals must be delivered to the Detroit Arsenal (DTA) Mail Handling

Facility (Building 255) between the hours of 8:00 AM and 1:00 PM EDT.  The package(s) will be dated and time stamped at the Mail

Handling Facility and the Government will be responsible for forwarding the package(s) to the appropriate personnel.  Offerors should

ensure that any commercial carrier it uses has a tracking system that can provide documentation that will prove the date and time of

delivery to the Government.  If the proposal is hand-carried by other than a commercial carrier, the delivery person (even if an

employee of the offeror) must be a US citizen, and must obtain a signed receipt, indicating date and time of delivery, from Mail

Handling Facility personnel.

*Directions to DTA: From Van Dyke Avenue, travel west on East 11 Mile Road to railroad track.  Immediately after crossing railroad

track, turn right into DTA main gate and follow security officer directions to the Mail Handling Facility (Building 255).  It may be

necessary for the delivery person to obtain a visitors badge prior to being allowed to enter the installation.  If so, the security

officer will advise the delivery person of the procedures to follow.

Exterior envelopes must identify the RFP number and date specified for receipt of proposals.

Offerors are cautioned that approval to enter the installation must be obtained prior to the closing date for receipt of proposals.

Follow the procedures outlined above for entry.  Due to security procedures, delays are probable at the entry point and offerors must

plan to accommodate them.

L.2 Specific features or characteristics of the proposal or entire documents (i.e. Integrated Master Plan and Integration Master

Schedule) submitted with the proposal may be incorporated into the contract at time of award. One exception with regard to the

Integrated Master Schedule is that events after the GCV TD phase would be removed prior to incorporation into the contract.

L.3 Alternate Proposals. Offerors may submit multiple alternate proposals with differing approaches to meeting the requirements.  The

Government will separately evaluate each alternate proposal received.  Therefore, each alternate proposal submitted must be a complete,

comprehensive, stand-alone proposal, which is fully responsive to the information requested in the RFP.  Alternate proposals must be

clearly identified and submitted separately with their own proposal set of CD-ROMs/DVDs.  All proposals shall clearly identify the

purpose of the alternate proposal and highlight the differences from its other proposals submitted.  An offeror will only be eligible to

receive one (1) award regardless of the number of proposals it submits.  It is the Government's intent to award up to three (3)

contracts to three (3) separate offerors competing independently that do not share a common parent, do not have a parent/subsidiary

relationship with the other awardee(s), and are not affiliates (as defined in FAR 19.101) of the other awardee(s).

L.4 Technical Factor Volume.  The Technical Factor Volume shall include the following chapters:  (i) Integrated Design, (ii) Technical

Approach and (iii) Unit Manufacturing Cost.  Offerors are responsible for including sufficient detail to permit a complete evaluation.

The Technical Factor Volume shall have an index which contains narrative titles which are cross-referenced to the applicable Statement

of Work (SOW) paragraph or the GCV IFV Performance Specification requirements included in Attachment 025.  Any information provided as

part of the Technical Factor Volume may be used to correlate the evaluation of the other proposal volumes.

L.4.1 Technical Factor (Factor 1)

L.4.1.1 Integrated Design (Sub-factor 1)

L.4.1.1.1 Using the Product Structure Example (Attachment 013), the offeror shall submit its own Product Structure showing its proposed

subsystems, Equipment Stowage List Requirements (Attachment 015) and components that form the basis of its GCV IFV initial concept and

is consistent with its technical approach submitted in L.4.1.2.1.  The Product Structure Example (Attachment 013) illustrates the

minimal level-of-detail expected for all subsystems in the offeror's Product Structure.  Weight, power consumption and cooling/heat

rejection estimates shall be provided for each subsystem/component assembly on the Product Structure the offeror proposes to use in

developing weight, power generation and cooling estimates that underpin its GCV IFV initial concept.  The Product Structure shall also

include the Computer-Aided Design (CAD) Model (see L.4.1.1.2) part/assembly numbers.

L.4.1.1.2 The offeror shall submit, in a PRO-E version Wildfire 4.0 or later CAD Model (CAD Model) and Product View formats, the

following information (the offeror shall be responsible for assuring that the Product View format accurately represents the CAD Model.

The CAD Model shall be fully assembled at the top level assembly and capable of being opened properly without errors.  The fully

assembled CAD Model may have shrink-wrapped major component assemblies below the installation level, but not above the component

assembly level as defined in Attachment 013.  The Product Structure, CAD Model tree structure, bill of materials and weight breakdown

(summary and detailed) shall be traceable to each other and component/assembly names and numbers as applicable should match and trace to

the naming conventions of the Product Structure):

(a) Its GCV IFV initial concept, consistent with its technical approach submitted in L.4.1.2.1, including the complete physical

integration of all subsystems.  The offeror shall provide additional narrative describing the overall physical arrangement of its GCV

IFV initial concept and the desired physical location of subsystems with rationale as to why the system is configured as proposed.

(b) Stowage locations of all items listed in the Equipment Stowage List Requirements (Attachment 015) the offeror proposes for

integration.
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(c) MANPRINT information:

(i) the crew and the nine-person Infantry squad in their accommodations along with their ingress and egress points.  The offeror shall

use a weight of 216 lbs. per Soldier for weight estimation purposes;

(ii) a representation of where it proposes the controls/display/interface/control panels will be placed for both the vehicle crew and

Infantry squad leader;

(iii) the crew and Infantry squad compartments shall demonstrate that the central 90% Land Warrior 2 Soldier figures in Personal

Protective Equipment (PPE) can be accommodated using the anthropometric crew dimensions provided in the Provided Crew Dimensions

(Exhibit B).  The crew stations shall show, in separate depictions, that all Land Warrior 2 Soldier figures can be accommodated.  The

Infantry squad compartment shall depict the nine-person Infantry squad using only the Large Male Figure 7 from Exhibit B for all

Infantry squad members; and

(iv) the crew, comprised of all Land Warrior 2 Soldier figures of Exhibit B in separate depictions, can be accommodated in open hatch

positions with interior illustration of seating and/or standing platforms and rear air guard station design.

 (d) Accommodations for its proposed approaches submitted in response to L.4.1.1.3 and L.4.1.1.5.

L.4.1.1.3 In narrative form, the offeror shall describe in detail its proposed approach in meeting the Integrated Design Space & Weight

and Integrated Design MANPRINT Tier 1 requirements specified in Attachment 025.  In addition, the offeror shall describe in detail the

proposed performance against the Integrated Design Space & Weight and Integrated Design MANPRINT Tier 2 requirements specified in

Attachment 025.

L.4.1.1.4 Force Protection.  The offeror shall submit:

(a) In narrative form, a detailed description of its proposed approach to meet the Tier 1 Force Protection requirements specified in

Attachment 025 (including performance, if any, above the threshold up to the objective against the underbody Improvised Explosive Device

threats specified in the GCV IFV Performance Specification requirements 1925 and 1827) and the proposed performance against the Tier 2

Force Protection requirement specified in Attachment 025.  The offeror shall submit substantiating data in support of its proposed

approach.  This description shall identify any installed performance issues/degradations associated with integration of the proposed

approach onto the GCV IFV.

(b) In narrative form, a detailed description of its proposed armor approach and classified depictions of the GCV IFV armor coverage for

both Base and Level 1 protection approaches to include underbody protection showing armor coverage areas, armor/protection level

transitions with substantiating data as to how the approach will meet the Tier 1 Force Protection requirements specified in Attachment

025 (including performance, if any, above the threshold up to the objective against the underbody Improvised Explosive Device threats

specified in the GCV IFV Performance Specification requirements 1925 and 1827).  Armor solutions proposed by the offeror shall (i)

indicate the Technology Readiness Level (TRL) the armor is currently at, and (ii) describe the testing, analysis and modeling and

simulation (M&S) the armor has undergone to substantiate the claimed TRL.  The test, analysis and M&S descriptions/substantiating data

should include how many armor coupons were shot, how many shots per coupon, at what obliquities, under what environmental conditions,

what threats were used, at what velocities, what temperature cycling and what vibration cycling the coupons have undergone.

(c) In narrative form, the vulnerability reduction measures the offeror has proposed in its GCV IFV initial concept to meet the Tier 1

Force Protection requirements specified in Attachment 025 (including performance, if any, above the threshold up to the objective

against the underbody Improvised Explosive Device threats specified in the GCV IFV Performance Specification requirements 1925 and

1827). The narrative shall describe how the overall vehicle layout has been arranged to mitigate vulnerabilities, how the crew and

mission critical subsystems have been compartmented or separated from energetics and flammables, and how behind-armor effects reduction

measures have been implemented to increase vehicle occupant survivability and injury reduction.

(d) A depiction of two planes of emergency egress paths within the CAD Model delivered under Section L.4.1.1.2, and a narrative

describing the estimated egress times of all platform occupants.

L.4.1.1.5 Open Systems Architecture (OSA)

L.4.1.1.5.1 The offeror shall describe in detail its proposed approach to meet SOW C.20.4.  The offeror shall describe in detail its

proposed approach in meeting the Integrated Design OSA Tier 1 requirement(s) specified in Attachment 025 and the proposed performance

against the Tier 2 Integrated Design OSA requirements specified in Attachment 025.  The offeror shall describe its approach on the

application of open and commercial standards, protocols, reduction of unique computing environments and electronic components providing

common vehicle functions.  The offeror shall describe how it implements OSA in its GCV IFV initial concept.  The offeror shall describe

the analysis techniques and tools it plans to use to determine the basic sizing, growth and architectural design requirements for the

electronic/computing and software systems architectures for its proposed GCV IFV.   The offeror shall provide estimates of Source Lines

of Code (SLOC) to substantiate the software development required in its architecture to meet GCV IFV requirements, including newly-

developed code.  The offeror shall identify the inputs and assumptions used to generate the SLOC estimate.  The offeror shall describe

its strategy for developing a GCV IFV software architecture that promotes interoperability, reduces development time, mitigates
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technology obsolescence and reduces life cycle ownership costs by minimizing the number of operating systems and common operating

environments across its software development teams and subcontractors.  The offeror shall identify the risks in delivering a fully

integrated OSA design.

L.4.1.1.5.2 The offeror shall describe its concept for vehicle computing and electronics infrastructure architecture to include video

processing to meet the requirements for open system, modularity, scalability, and upgradeability and how it permits migration to

functionally-integrated solutions which eliminate the need for separate Line Replaceable Units (LRUs) for vehicle and network computing.

The offeror shall include architectural analyses that describe: computing resource sizing estimates, flexibility and expansion (see

Attachment 025), data bus capacity estimates, unique I/O, memory, backplane approach, and the number of different operating and

middleware systems.

L.4.1.1.6 Mobility. The Offeror shall submit:

(a) In narrative form, a detailed description of its proposed GCV IFV Mobility architecture, its proposed approach in meeting the Tier 1

Mobility requirements specified in Attachment 025 and the proposed performance against the Tier 2 Mobility requirements specified in

Attachment 025.  The offeror shall submit analyses and substantiating data in support of its proposed architecture as well as the

additional data listed in Attachment 025 to support its approach.

(b) In narrative form, a description of its proposed propulsion and power generation architecture approach to include rationale

describing how the sizing/capacity of the power generation system in the proposed GCV IFV integrated design was determined and its

approach to the energy efficiency requirement with any analyses performed in the development of these assertions.

(c) In narrative form, a description of the proposed GCV IFV thermal architecture to include rationale on how the selected size of the

cooling system in its GCV IFV initial concept for both mission related thermal loads as well as propulsion system cooling was

determined.  The narrative shall also include a description of all the cooling system subcomponents such as the ballistic grills, heat

exchangers, fans, and pumps as utilized.

L.4.1.1.7 Lethality.  The offeror shall submit in narrative form, a description of its proposed GCV IFV Lethality architecture and the

proposed performance against the Tier 2 Lethality requirements specified in Attachment 025.  The narrative shall include detailed

rationale describing how the performance for its GCV IFV initial concept was determined, substantiated with any analyses/modeling

performed in the development of its proposed architecture as well as the additional data listed in Attachment 025.

L.4.1.2 Technical Approach (Sub-factor 2)

L.4.1.2.1 In a concise and logical manner, the offeror shall describe: (a) its overarching cost/schedule/performance trade-off/analysis

process and how it is tailored for the GCV program, and (b) its detailed approach in applying its overarching process to arrive at its

GCV IFV initial concept it proposes to meet all of the Tier 1 requirements and as many of the Tier 2-3 requirements (defined in

Attachment 026) as possible to balance the achievement of the Unit Manufacturing Cost (UMC) target while minimizing the schedule risk in

meeting the program's year 7 production date goal (see SOW C.1).   This description shall include any requirements trade-offs, to

include (i) the hierarchy of system/subsystems trades underpinned by operational effectiveness considerations/analysis, and (ii)UMC and

schedule risk considerations it proposes to make in the major capability areas of Mobility, Lethality and Survivability, including the

details as to how any of these initial trades were made.

L.4.1.2.2 The offeror shall submit an Integrated Master Plan (IMP) that: clearly defines the offeror's master plan for the contract;

identifies key events, accomplishments and criteria; is traceable to and consistent with the Integrated Master Schedule (IMS), and is

consistent with DI-OT-10-10119 in Exhibit A. The key events shall include, but are not limited to, a System Requirements Review (SRR), a

System Functional Review (SFR) and a Preliminary Design Review (PDR). The IMP shall contain events, accomplishments and criteria through

delivery of the First Full-Up Prototype Vehicle in the EMD phase that are descriptive, concise and specific to the offeror's GCV IFV

development and design. Each IMP task shall have a task description that briefly describes the task that includes inputs required for

successful accomplishment of the task, the accomplishment criteria and outputs for the task.  The IMP shall define the contractor's

program events, accomplishments required to complete the events, and the entry and exit criteria for determining that the

accomplishments are complete.

L.4.1.2.3 The offeror shall describe in detail the systems engineering approach, methodology and activities it proposes to employ to

execute the GCV IFV TD phase contractual requirements and delivery of the First Full-Up Prototype Vehicle in EMD to include the

following:

(a) Identify all the systems engineering and design engineering specific tasks required to execute the program up to the First Full-Up

Prototype Vehicle delivery in EMD;

(b) Describe the requirements development and management activities and describe the supporting tools to be used to ensure traceability,

validation, and verification through the development process;

(c) Describe the architecture development activities, the tools/models to be used to ensure linkage between different views, and the

relation of the architecture models to the design descriptions and feedback into the requirements development;
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(d) Describe the risk management activities and risk mitigation strategies to be used to identify technical, integration, cost, and

schedule risks;

(e) Identify the specific technical, integration, cost and schedule risks in its technical approach and the risk mitigation plans it

proposes to employ to successfully complete the GCV IFV TD phase;

(f) Describe how physical and functional interface requirements and interdependencies are identified. Specifically include a discussion

of performance modeling and simulation studies, and other design processes and methods proposed to allocate the requirements, optimize

the design and validate the design;

(g) Describe how the system design will be captured, documented and maintained to include allocation of requirements to the subsystem

levels;

(h) Describe how the systems engineering design activities will result in the establishment of the allocated baseline (including the

allocation of requirements to software) by PDR, and

(i) Describe the iterative approach to hardware and software integration leading up to and inclusive of system integration laboratories

(SILs) and final vehicle integration to include maintaining configuration control throughout the integration process as changes are

made.

L.4.1.3 Unit Manufacturing Cost (UMC) (Sub-factor 3)

The Government has determined that the UMC range for the GCV IFV is $9.0 million to $10.5 million (expressed in Government fiscal year

2010 constant dollars, as defined by the 2010 Office of the Secretary of Defense Inflation Guidance  FY2011 President's Budget).  The

offeror shall provide a UMC estimate consistent with its GCV IFV initial concept that addresses the following:

(a) The manufacturing cost includes the costs of material, labor, and other expenses incurred in the fabrication, checkout, and

processing of parts, subassemblies, and major assemblies / subsystems needed for the final system.  The manufacturing cost also includes

costs of subcontractors and purchased parts/equipment.  The manufacturing cost further includes costs of the efforts to integrate and

assemble the various subassemblies into a working system, costs to install special and general equipment, and costs to paint and package

the system for shipment to its acceptance destination.  It also includes moves in order to assemble into a final system (the

Manufacturing Cost definition is taken from the Department of the Army Cost Analysis Manual).

(b) The offeror shall not generate a UMC estimate related to the Network Integration Kit (NIK) hardware.  Rather, the offeror shall use

a value of $450,000 and shall clearly identify this as the Government-provided estimate for NIK hardware (which includes the hardware

defined in the NIK Interface Control Document).  The offeror shall generate a UMC estimate for the integration of the NIK hardware into

its GCV IFV initial concept and shall also generate UMC estimates for all other components of its GCV IFV initial concept.

(c) The offeror's UMC estimate shall be based on the production of Level 0 protection packages for all GCV IFVs and Level 1 protection

packages for one third of GCV IFVs.

(d) For the purposes of the UMC estimate, the offeror shall assume a steady-state production rate of 200 GCVs per year over a 10-year

planning horizon.

(e) The UMC estimate shall be provided in Government fiscal year 2010 constant dollars (as defined by the 2010 Office of the Secretary

of Defense Inflation Guidance  FY2011 President's Budget).

(f) The UMC estimate shall be broken out to at least the fourth level of the WBS (see the Database2.mdb MS Access file, UMC table of

Exhibit C).

(g) The offeror shall provide a summary of the basis of the estimate.  This basis of estimate shall, at a minimum, include: the cost

estimating methodology for each line item in the estimate (e.g., expert/engineering opinion, analogy, parametric, actual cost history,

etc.); key back-up data; and significant ground rules and assumptions.  The BOE Filename for each WBS element shall be provided in

Exhibit C (Database2.mdb MS Access file, UMC table).

(h) Attachment 012 and the Database2.mdb file, UMC table of Exhibit C are two representations of the WBS.  The offeror shall not modify

the provided Attachment 012 (WBS) for the purpose of responding to the UMC data request.  Any changes to the WBS for the purposes of the

UMC estimating methodology must be made in the Database2.mdb file, UMC table of Exhibit C.  The offeror may not make any changes to the

WBS in the Database2.mdb file, UMC table of Exhibit C above Level 4.  For any additions, the "WBS Number" field, the "WBS Level" field,

the "Parent " field, the "WBS Description" field and the "WBS Definition" field must be completed.  If a BOE is submitted for that WBS

element then, the "Used" field must be checked.  For any Level 4 or lower WBS element not included in the offeror's proposal, the "Used"

field must be un-checked. Data may be entered in the UMC table using the UMC form.

L.5 Schedule Factor Volume.  The Schedule Factor Volume is comprised of a single chapter.  Offerors are responsible for including
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sufficient detail to permit a complete evaluation.  Any information provided as part of the Schedule Factor Volume may be used to

correlate the evaluation of the other proposal volumes.

L.5.1 Integrated Master Schedule (IMS)

L.5.1.1 The offeror shall submit an IMS consistent with DI-MGMT-81650(T) in Exhibit A that supports and is consistent with the IMP.  It

shall consist of a detailed plan for the initial six (6) months of contractual effort, and planning packages shall be utilized beyond

the detailed plan.  The IMS shall run through delivery of the Early Prototype (-) vehicle in the EMD phase.  An electronic version of

the IMS shall be submitted on a separate CD-ROM, no paper copy is required,  and shall adhere to the following:

(a) The IMS shall be submitted in a MS Project (2007) file.  The file shall be unlocked and, in addition to typical schedule specific

information, shall include the following for each activity:

 (i) Work Breakdown Structure (WBS) number;

(ii) Crosswalk to Integrated Master Plan Accomplishment Criteria;

(iii) Responsible organizational entity; and

(iv) Crosswalk to Basis of Estimate (if applicable).

(b) The offeror shall submit an explanation for "hard" constraints (e.g., Must Start On, Must Finish On, Start No Later Than, Finish No

Later Than, etc.).

(c) The IMS shall contain clear, logical, unambiguous and meaningful activities, with activity names/descriptions clearly describing the

work being accomplished by that task.  To this end, the IMS shall consist of no more than 5,000 activities (excluding Summary

activities).  If the offeror provides an IMS with more than 5,000 activities, only the first 5,000 activities listed will be evaluated.

In order to facilitate evaluation, the IMS shall not include:

(i) Level of Effort activities;

(ii) Duplicate activities (i.e., the same activity shall not be included more than once in the schedule network);

(iii) Regular recurring deliveries (i.e., deliveries that occur every month or quarter);

(iv) Regular recurring meetings (i.e., monthly Program Management Reviews, etc), and

(v) IMP Significant Accomplishments / Accomplishment Criteria / Completion Criteria as activities.

(d) The offeror shall submit a credible IMS by ensuring that activity durations are realistic and activities are appropriately linked

both horizontally and vertically.

(e) The offeror shall submit a narrative, limited to two pages, describing the overall schedule construction methodology.  This

narrative shall include the schedule margin approach utilized.

(f) The offeror shall provide network precedence diagrams formatted to fit on one (1) E-size sheet (approximately 36" x 60").  Each

activity box shall include:  activity identification code, unique identifier, activity description, activity duration in days, total

float in days, WBS, Basis of Estimate crosswalk (if applicable), early start/finish dates.  The linkage / relationship between each

activity box shall be represented to include a description of the linkage (i.e. Finish-to-Start, Start-to-Start, Finish-to-Finish, etc.)

and the amount of lag if any.  Network precedence diagrams shall be provided with critical path and three near-critical paths to

subsystem demonstrator deliveries, Early Prototype (-) vehicle delivery and all major IMP Program Events.

L.5.1.2 The offeror shall provide a high level program chart which shall include, but is not limited to, major program milestones /

significant events and bars representing summaries of the work leading to them.

L.5.2 Technology Maturity Self-Assessment

To reduce technology risk, it is intended that all proposed technologies should be no less than Technology Readiness Level (TRL) 6 at

the beginning of the TD phase.  The offeror shall submit a self-assessment in the format provided in Technology Readiness Level Self-

Assessment Form (Attachment 023), based on the Technology Readiness Level Definitions (Attachment 014), for the technologies it proposes

to successfully develop and design its GCV IFV within the TD phase.  In addition to its self-assessment, the offeror shall submit

substantiating data for each subsystem identified in its Product Structure (provided in L.4.1.1.1), regardless of TRL, to substantiate

the offeror's technology maturity claims.  If an offeror proposes technologies less than TRL 6, and where technologies that are assessed

as TRL 6 or higher but are being modified for its GCV IFV initial concept, the offeror shall submit rationale/plan and a technology risk

assessment with supporting detail describing the risk mitigation activities required, to include back up technology implementation

(traceable to the IMS) to adapt/develop and integrate the subsystem into its GCV IFV initial concept.

L.5.3 The offeror shall submit any substantiating data in the form of completed trade studies and analysis that details the technical

development and design efforts (summarized in L.4.1.2.1 and L.4.1.2.3) completed in support of its GCV IFV initial concept represented

by the CAD Model delivered under L.4.1.1.2.

L.6 Price Factor Volume: The Price Factor Volume is comprised of a single chapter.  Offerors are responsible for including sufficient

detail to permit a complete evaluation.  Any information provided as part of the Price Factor Volume may be used to correlate the

evaluation of the other proposal volumes.
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L.6.1 Price Factor (Factor 3)

As noted in CLIN 0001, offerors shall submit a Target Price consisting of a Target Cost and Target Profit. The Target Price is equal to

the Ceiling Price. Offerors shall submit the information as identified below.

L.6.1.1 Electronic spreadsheet files (Workbooks) shall be MS Excel Office 2003/2007 compatible. Workbooks must be sent in a format that

includes all formulas, functions, macros, computations or equations used to compute the proposed amounts.  There can be no cell

references to data or files not included in the Price Volume.  For each Workbook, all Rows, Columns, Cells, and Worksheets must be

Visible (object.Visible=True).  Zero height/ Zero width rows/columns in Worksheets are not be acceptable.  Worksheet cells formatted

with the Font color equal to the Fill color are unacceptable.  If Workbooks or Worksheets are password protected, then the password(s)

must be provided.  Print image files or pictures (for example a picture of an Excel spreadsheet embedded in a word document) or files

containing only values are not acceptable.  Supporting narrative, including Basis of Estimate (BOE) sheets, shall be provided in files

which are MS Excel or MS Word 2003/2007 compatible.  BOEs may not be submitted as pictures.  Text or spreadsheets used as supporting

rationale within a BOE may not be included as a picture.

L.6.1.2 Table of Contents: The offeror and each Major & Non-Major Subcontractor shall provide a Table of Contents showing each file

submitted as a part of the L.6 Price Volume with a short description of the contents of the file.  Each of these entries in the Table of

Contents shall be hyperlinked to the respective files.

L.6.1.3 The offeror and each Major Subcontractor shall complete the information required by columns A-G in the MS Excel "spreadsheet

logic" worksheet, Attachment AA of Exhibit C (see example in worksheet "example"). The cost element names, in column A, shall include

each of the cost elements used in the offeror's / Major Subcontractors' spreadsheets.

L.6.1.4 In accordance with FAR clause 52.214-35 (Submission of Offers in U.S. Currency), all costs must be in U.S. dollars only,

including amounts for the offeror and any potential subcontractors. If the basis for the proposal is any other currency, the offeror

shall:

(a) State the exchange rate(s) being used to convert any currency to U.S. dollars and how the exchange rate was developed.

(b) Explain how you intend to deal with the risk that fluctuation in exchange rates may impact this prospective contract.

L.6.1.5 Cost and Pricing information should be provided as described below:

L.6.1.5.1 At a minimum, BOE sheet(s) for each Level 4 WBS element shall be provided (see WBS in Attachment 012 and the Database2.mdb MS

Access file, WBS table of Exhibit C).  BOE sheets for a lower level WBS may be provided if the offeror feels it better explains their

allocation/estimation of effort.  The data presented in the BOE sheet(s) must track to the data in Attachment X of Exhibit C.  Only the

offeror shall complete Attachment X of Exhibit C.  Major Subcontractors are not required to complete Attachment X of Exhibit C.  Any

discrepancies between the data in the proposed spreadsheets, the BOEs, Attachment X and the BOEs table of the Database2.mdb MS Access

file of Exhibit C must be explained.

In addition, the offeror and each Major Subcontractor shall provide the data required for the BOEs table of the Database2.mdb MS Access

file of Exhibit C as appropriate. BOE file names must not contain any of the following characters: ":", "/", "?", "#", "[", "]", "@",

"!", "$", "&", "'", "(", ")",":", "*", "+", ",", ";", or "=".  For direct labor, subcontracts, material and ODCs/Travel as specified

below, the time phasing shall be monthly.  BOE sheets shall not reference documents not included in the proposal.

Any changes to the WBS must be made in the Database2.mdb MS Access file, WBS table of Exhibit C.  Attachment 12 is provided solely for

reference and tracks to the Database2.mdb MS Access file provided in Exhibit C.  The offeror may not make any changes to the WBS in

Database2.mdb MS Access file, WBS table of Exhibit C above Level 4.  For any additions to the Database2.mdb MS Access file, WBS table of

Exhibit C, the "WBS Number" field, the "WBS Level" field, the "CLIN" field, the "Parent " field, the "WBS Description" field and the

"WBS Definition" field must be completed.  If a BOE is submitted for that WBS element, then the "Used" field must be checked.  For any

Level 4 WBS element not included in the offeror's proposal, the "Used" field must be un-checked.  For each Level 4 WBS element where the

"Used" field is checked the "Start Date" field and the "End Date" field must be completed using the "dd/mm/yyyy" format (e.g. 1/1/2011).

 Data may be entered in the WBS table using the WBS form.

BOE sheets shall include:

L.6.1.5.1.1 Direct Labor. For direct labor include the following:

(a) A monthly time-phased breakout of the direct labor hours, by proposed labor category.

(b) A narrative description of the tasks to be performed, and the calculations showing the computation of the respective direct labor

hours proposed for each specific task.

(c) A description of the method used to estimate the hours, identifying assumptions used, and any cost estimating relationships.

(d) The calculations showing the computation of the direct labor hours.

(e) A description of each labor hour category used for the BOE. This description shall include sufficient information to allow the

reader to distinguish between the different labor categories used in the proposal.
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L.6.1.5.1.2 Major Subcontracts (Greater than $20M).

(a) A monthly time-phased breakout of the costs for each Major Subcontractor.

(b) If there are Major Subcontractors at any level/tier (those whose total cost is expected to be greater than $20,000,000), please

provide cost information from the subcontractor equivalent to that required of the offeror, excluding Attachment X of Exhibit C. (Note:

Segregate the subcontractor cost information by WBS, the same as required of the offeror's cost breakdowns.)

(c) Include the evaluation of the subcontractor's submission required by FAR 15.404-3 (b), and rationale for determining that the

subcontract price is reasonable and realistic. Also state the type of subcontract the offeror anticipates (e.g. firm-fixed price, cost-

plus-fixed-fee, etc.)

(d) The same type of information must be provided for inter-organizational transfers, regardless of dollar value. Please indicate

whether the inter-organizational transfer includes upward or downward adjustments for contingencies or negotiation challenges and the

supporting rationale.

(e) NOTE: For Major Subcontractors as defined above, if the subcontract is for purchased material and you can demonstrate that the

subcontract item is either commercial or based on adequate price competition, cost information from the subcontractor is not required.

Instead, provide copies of competitive subcontractor price quotes, or the kind of information noted in FAR 52.215-20(a)(1)(ii).

(f) If the Major Subcontractor declines to provide complete cost proposals to the offeror or higher-tier subcontractor, then those

subcontract proposals may be submitted by the subcontractor directly to the PCO using the same submission instructions noted above. Such

submissions must arrive at or prior to the due date for proposals as noted on the front page of this RFP.

L.6.1.5.1.3 Material and non-Major Subcontracts (Less than $20M).

(a) A monthly time-phased breakout of the material / non-Major Subcontractors' cost.

(b) Provide a narrative that explains the method used to develop the proposed cost for material and subcontracts less than $20M,

including information about the extent to which the cost is based on vendor quotes, purchase order history, estimates, etc. Indicate

whether the amount includes upward or downward adjustments for contingencies or negotiation challenges and supporting rationale.  (Note:

Segregate the subcontractor cost information by WBS, the same as required of the offeror's cost breakdowns.)

(c) High Dollar-Value Material/Subcontracts: For the items with a material/subcontract unit cost (purchase price to offeror) greater

than $100,000, provide the following information:

(1) Item Name/Description/Part Number/Vendor, as applicable

(2) Unit Cost (purchase price to offeror)

(3) Quantity used

(4) Extended Cost (unit cost multiplied by quantity used)

(5) Basis for cost (engineering estimate, vendor quote, purchase history, etc.)

(6) Indicate whether component is sole-source, competitive, or commercial

(7) Cost element

(d) All Other Material: State the total amount of material cost not included in High Dollar-Value Material.

(e) NOTE: If the material / subcontract is for purchased material and it can be demonstrated that the subcontract item is either

commercial or based on adequate price competition, cost information from the subcontractor is not required.  Instead, provide copies of

competitive subcontractor price quotes, or the kind of information noted in FAR 52.215-20(a)(1)(ii).

L.6.1.5.1.4 Other Direct Costs (ODCs).

(a) A monthly time-phased breakout of the ODCs.

(b) Depending on the offeror's accounting system, this may include costs such as computing charges, travel, etc. Identify each category

of proposed ODCs, and the dollar amount for each category. Provide an explanation of what is included in each category and how the cost

was estimated.

L.6.1.5.1.5 Estimated amounts generated by appropriately calibrated and validated parametric models or cost-estimating relationships

(CERs) are acceptable. The offeror must identify the model(s) used, describe how the model(s) has been calibrated (for commercially

available models), validated and verified, including any statistical analyses supporting the model. The offeror must provide a table(s)

showing the model input(s), how the input(s) were developed and the output results of the model(s) and how they are used.  If the CERs

have been audited by DCAA or equivalent within the last 12 months from the date of the proposal submission, then identify the audit

agency, the report number and the date of the audit report.  This includes any models used to estimate software (reference L.4.1.1.5.1).
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L.6.1.5.2 Provide spreadsheets showing the proposed costs for CLIN 0001.  Each Spreadsheet shall be organized by cost element (i.e.

Direct Labor, Subcontracts, Material, Other Direct Costs, Overhead/Indirect, Fee, etc.) time phased by quarter and totaled by calendar

year. The cost breakdown must be consistent with your cost accounting system and with the data provided in the BOEs, and Attachment X of

Exhibit C.  Any discrepancies between the data in the proposed spreadsheets, the BOEs, Attachment X of Exhibit C and the BOEs table of

the Database2.mdb MS Access file of Exhibit C must be explained.

The direct costs within this time-phased breakdown shall track directly with the data provided in Attachment X of Exhibit C and the

offeror's BOE sheets.

Provide the following information in support of each CLIN (as defined in Section B of the RFP) Level spreadsheet:

L.6.1.5.2.1 Direct Labor. Costs for direct labor shall include the following:

(a) a quarterly time-phased breakout of the direct labor hours, by labor category (cost element) appropriate to the offeror's accounting

system. Each labor category (cost element) must be included in the offeror's Attachment AA response;

(b) the labor rate for each category of direct labor, including the basis for the rate and any escalation used, and

(c) the direct labor cost (dollars).

L.6.1.5.2.2 Major Subcontracts (Greater than $20M).

(a) a quarterly time-phased breakout of the subcontract costs, by subcontractor.

(b) each Major Subcontractor (cost element) must be included in the offeror's MS Excel "spreadsheet logic" worksheet, Attachment AA of

Exhibit C response.

L.6.1.5.2.3 Material and non-Major Subcontracts.

(a) a quarterly time-phased breakout of the material/non-Major Subcontracts costs.

(b) each material/ non-Major Subcontractor (cost element) must be included in the offeror's MS Excel "spreadsheet logic" worksheet,

Attachment AA of Exhibit C response.

L.6.1.5.2.4 Other Direct Costs.

(a) a quarterly time-phased breakout of the ODCs.

(b) each ODC (cost element) must be included in the offeror's MS Excel "spreadsheet logic" worksheet, Attachment AA of Exhibit C

response.

L.6.1.5.2.5 Rates. Show the quarterly time phased application of the proposed direct and indirect rates.

L.6.1.5.2.6 Facilities Capital Cost of Money (FCCM): The offeror shall state the total amount estimated for FCCM and identify the

Treasury Rate used to develop the amount.

L.6.1.5.2.7 Target Profit. State the Target Profit rate and the total dollar amount included.

L.6.1.5.3 Rates. Provide a list of the direct and indirect rates, by category and by year, used in the development of the proposal. The

proposed rate categories must be consistent with the information provided in MS Excel "spreadsheet logic" worksheet, Attachment AA of

Exhibit C.  Include:

(a) The date of the current CASB Disclosure Statement;

(b) The effective date of the rates or the data that formed the basis for the rates (the date of the burden study analysis or payroll

run, etc.);

(c) A narrative explaining the basis for the estimated rates.  And specifically identify any

Escalation factors used;

(d) State whether these rates represent a Forward Pricing Rate Submission (FPRS) or a Forward Pricing Rate Agreement (FPRA) and note the

date of the agreement;
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(e) State whether or not the business volume that would be generated if a contract was awarded to your firm as a result of this RFP has

been included in the proposed rate package;

(f) The ending month for the offeror's fiscal year.

(g) For each of the rate categories, provide both the prior and current fiscal year's Incurred Cost rates.  Indicate if the prior year

rates have been audited.  For the current year's Incurred Cost rates, provide the month ending for those rates.

L.6.1.5.4 Supporting data and rationale shall be in sufficient detail to enable the Government to evaluate the realism of the offeror's

proposed pricing.

L.6.1.5.5 Attachment X of Exhibit C.  The offeror shall provide the data by month for Columns A through H in Worksheet "PivotTableData".

 A sample is provided in worksheet "Example".  Any discrepancies between the data in the proposed spreadsheets, the BOEs, Attachment X

of Exhibit C and the BOEs table of the Database2.mdb MS Access file of Exhibit C must be explained.

L.6.1.5.6 CRITERIA FOR ADEQUATELY PRICING PROPOSALS (Attachment 021). The offeror shall complete Attachment 021 for its proposal and for

each subcontractor / interdivisional proposal at any level for which cost data is required.

L.6.1.5.7 The offeror and each Major Subcontractor shall provide the address, email and telephone number of the cognizant DCAA Field

Audit Office and DCMA office.

L.6.1.6  Offeror Cost Decrements (if applicable).  In support of the proposed Contract Line Item Number (CLIN) 0001 pricing, the above

required information (i.e. BOEs, spreadsheets, etc.) shall reflect the cost element build-up for the offeror's proposed effort, as

reflected in the non-Price Volumes of the proposal.  In the event the proposed pricing reflects any form of cost decrements after

presentation of this cost element build-up, to include cost discounting, expected negotiation decreases, corporate investment or

management challenges, the offeror shall identify such decrements in the proposal after the G&A line (either before or after profit).

Where cost decrements are proposed, identify the nature, amount and basis for the decrement, and any accounting treatment implications.

Also, the offeror shall provide supporting data to substantiate the achievability of the decrement.  In the event of corporate

investment or management challenges that may result in the contract being performed at a loss, provide corporate level substantiating

information which both recognizes the potential for performance at a loss and supports the ability of the offeror to finance contract

performance in a loss position.

L.6.1.7 Share Ratios/Ceiling Price/Contract Type. Offerors shall not propose alternative share ratios, a Ceiling Price that differs from

the Target Price or a Contract Type other than what this RFP requires.

L.6.1.8 Submission of certified cost or pricing data is not required.

L.7 Past Performance Factor Volume:  The Past Performance Factor Volume is comprised of a single chapter.  Offerors are responsible for

including sufficient detail to permit a complete evaluation.  Any information provided as part of the Past Performance Factor Volume may

be used to correlate the evaluation of the other proposal volumes.

L.7.1 Past Performance Factor (Factor 4)

L.7.1.1 For the Past Performance Factor, provide information on recent and relevant contracts for (i) you, and (ii) your proposed

Subcontractor(s).  The offeror shall only submit a grand total of up to six (6) recent and relevant contracts.  The offeror shall only

submit those recent and relevant contracts for itself and its Subcontractor(s) for efforts that it proposes to be performed by the

offeror and its Subcontractor(s) on the GCV IFV effort.  These may include foreign, federal, state, local and private industry

commercial contracts.  Recent includes performance of contracts occurring within approximately three (3) years of the date of issuance

of this RFP.  The offeror shall briefly describe the specific work activity to be performed by itself, as the prime offeror, and by each

of its significant partners/subcontractors/teammates.  Relevant past performance includes any of the following scope of work activities

that have a complexity of which is similar to the GCV requirements:

(a) Concept Design and Development of military ground combat/ground tactical/other ground vehicles.

(b) Integration of major C4ISR subsystems into a new military ground vehicle design or existing military system platform.

(c) Integration of major weapon subsystems into a new military ground vehicle design or existing military system platform.

(d) Integration of major armor subsystems into a new military ground vehicle design or existing military system platform.

(e) Integration of major mobility subsystems into a new military ground vehicle design or existing military system platform.

(f) Program Management activities, including Earned Value Management utilizing an Earned Value Management System.

L.7.1.1.1 Contract Information: For each of the up to six (6) recent and relevant contracts submitted under L.7.1.1 above, provide the

following information:

(a) Contract Number (and delivery order number if applicable) and Commercial and Government Entity (CAGE) code;

(b) Contract Type;

(c) Total Value of the Contract (beginning & ending value);
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(d) Contract Performance Schedule and Actual Dates of Contract Performance;

(e) Government or commercial contracting activity address, telephone number and e-mail;

(f) Procuring Contracting Officers (PCO) and/or Contract Specialists name, telephone number and e-mail;

(g) Government (DCMA) or commercial administrative contracting officer (ACO), contracting officers representative (COR), performance

certifier, and/or quality assurance representative (QAR), name, telephone number and email;

(h) A description of scope of work requirements and a discussion of the similarities between the cited contract scope and the relevance

standards identified above in L.7.1(a-f);

(i) Any significant subcontracting or teaming agreements;

(j) Percentage of effort performed as a prime or subcontractor;

(k) A brief self-assessment of contract performance for each of the contracts listed. Your self-assessment must address performance to

meet Technical and Schedule requirements within estimated costs. Include an explanation for any increase in costs above estimated costs,

schedule delays or failure to meet technical requirements; and

(l) Copies of the Statements of Work from each of the up to six (6) submitted contracts to establish the relevance of the contract to

the scope of work activities listed in L.7.1.1 above.

L.7.1.1.2 Past Performance Questionnaire.  A past performance questionnaire is provided in Attachment 011.  For each of the up to six

(6) recent and relevant contracts submitted by the offeror, and based on identification of your most recent and relevant contracts, the

offeror shall send a copy of the past performance questionnaire directly to the appropriate Procuring Contracting Officer (PCO) and/or

Contracting Officer's Representative (COR) or other appropriate technical and contracting individuals. The offeror shall request that

these individuals complete the questionnaire and forward it electronically directly to the Government at DAMI_GCV@conus.army.mil as soon

as possible, but no later than the RFP closing date (See Block #9 of the SF33 cover page to this solicitation) with the subject heading

PAST PERFORMANCE INFORMATION FOR [offeror name].

L.7.1.1.3 In addition, the offeror is requested to prepare and submit to the Contract Specialist, within thirty (30) days of the

Government's posting of the RFP, a past performance matrix of the references to whom the offeror sent the past performance

questionnaires. The matrix shall be sent to the Contract Specialist via email to DAMI_GCV@conus.army.mil and shall contain the following

information prepared in the following format:

(a) Contract No./Delivery Order;

(b) Contract/Delivery Order Type;

(c) Program Title, including brief (200 words or less) description of work performed;

(d) Enter "P" if performed as a prime contractor or "S" if performed as a subcontractor;

(e) Point of Contact and Telephone Number, e-mail (PM/PCO/ACO/COR); and

(f) Date Questionnaire sent to the Government or Contractor Point of Contact

L.7.1.1.4 Corporate Entities.  If any contract, listed as part of the Past Performance Factor submission, was performed by a corporate

entity or division other than the corporate entity or division that would perform work under this RFP, please identify them and indicate

which entity will perform this effort.  The offeror shall also provide the above requested information for any proposed Subcontractor on

which the offeror is submitting past performance information.

L.7.1.1.5 Predecessor Companies.  If you, or Subcontractor(s) you are submitting Past Performance Information on, only have recent and

relevant performance history as a part of a predecessor company, the Government may consider that past performance in our evaluation of

past performance.  Please provide the information for those recent and relevant contracts of that predecessor company.

Offerors must also briefly document the history of the evolution from the predecessor company.

L.7.1.1.6 Contacting References.  Offerors are advised that the Government may contact any of the references that the offeror provides,

may contact other third parties for performance information, and the Government reserves the right to use any information received as

part of its evaluation.  Offerors shall include in their proposal the written consent of their proposed Subcontractors to allow the

Government to discuss the Subcontractor's past performance with the offeror.

L.7.1.1.7 Past Performance Information.  The Government does not assume the duty to search for data to cure problems it finds in

proposals.  The burden of providing thorough and complete past performance information remains with the offeror.  While the Government

may elect to consider data obtained from external sources other than the proposal, the burden on providing thorough and complete past

performance information rests with the offeror.

L.8 Small Business Participation Factor Volume:  The Small Business Participation Factor Volume is comprised of a single chapter.

Offerors are responsible for including sufficient detail to permit a complete evaluation.  Any information provided as part of the Small

Business Participation Factor Volume may be used to correlate the evaluation of the other proposal volumes.

L.8.1 This provision applies to every offeror (U.S. and non-U.S.), regardless of size status or locations of working facilities or

headquarters.

For proposal preparation purposes, the offeror's Small Business Participation proposals shall be consistent with the subcontracting

cited in the offeror's Target Price Factor Volume, and any subcontracting references/identification contained elsewhere in any other

Factor Volume.
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Percentages are calculated using proposed total CONTRACT amount as the denominator and include first-tier subcontractors only.

L.8.1.1   All offerors, including offerors who are themselves U.S. small business concerns based on the NAICS code assigned to this

requirement, are to identify the extent to which U.S. small business concerns will be utilized as first-tier subcontractors in the

performance of this proposed contract.  U.S. small business concerns are defined (1) in FAR 19.001 and (2) by the criteria and size

standards in FAR 19.102 for the applicable NAICS code. U.S. small business concerns include small businesses (SBs), small disadvantaged

businesses (SDBs), woman-owned small businesses (WOSBs), HUBZone small businesses (HUBZone SBs), veteran-owned small businesses (VOSBs),

and service disabled veteran-owned small businesses (SDVOSBs).

L.8.1.2   If the offeror (to include any U.S. small business concerns who are proposing as part of a joint venture or teaming

arrangement) is itself a U.S. small business concern, the offeror's own participation as a SB, SDB, WOSB, HUBZone SB, VOSB, and SDVOSB

will also be considered small business participation for the purpose of this evaluation.  In this event, the extent of the offeror

participation as a U.S. small business concern shall be detailed in the same manner as subcontracts to first-tier U.S. small business

concerns.

L.8.1.3   Small Business Amounts: All offerors shall address anticipated U.S. small business concern participation and subcontracting

based on the total contract dollars proposed by the offeror receiving the GCV IFV TD phase contract.

L.8.1.3.1   The offeror shall provide information for small business participation and subcontracting in a table format in accordance

with the following example:

Small Business Participation Table

Business        $Cost All              %of SB              Cost Total

Category      Subcontracts         participation             SubK

Contract Target Price:    $43.00M

SB             $16.34M                38.0%           ($16.34M of $43M)

SDB            $ 2.36M                 5.5%           ($ 2.36M of $43M)

WOSB           $ 1.55M                 3.6%           ($ 1.55M of $43M)

HUBZone SB     $ 1.08M                 2.5%           ($ 1.08M of $43M)

VOSB           $ 1.55M                 3.6%           ($ 1.55M of $43M)

SDVOSB         $ 1.46M                 3.4%           ($ 1.46M of $43M)

L.8.1.3.2 Guidance for filling in the above "Small Business Participation" Table:

(a) Include first-tier subcontractors only. Note that members of a joint venture may be considered the offeror or the

first tier subcontractors, depending on the legal form of the joint venture as defined in its agreement document.

(b) If the offeror is a U.S. small business concern, detail the extent of the offeror participation as a U.S. small

business concern in the same manner as subcontracts to first tier U.S. small business concerns.

(c) Percentages should be rounded to the nearest tenth of a percent.

L.8.1.3.3 Additional Guidance for particular Business Categories:

(a) For "Contract Target Price": Include the offeror's proposed Contract Target Priceon this line.

(b) For SB: Include U.S. small business concerns from all categories (i.e. SB, SDB, WOSB, HUBZone SB, VOSB, and SDVOSB) in the dollars

and percentage on this line. The SDB, WOSB, HUBZone SB, VOSB, and SDVOSB are subcategories of SB and the dollars in each of these may

not add to match the total dollars in the SB line due to the following: In some cases the same dollars may be reported in more than one

block (i.e., a $10,000 subcontract to a Woman-Owned Small Business that is also a Service-Disabled Veteran-Owned Small Business should

be entered on four rows: $10,000 under SB, $10,000 under WOSB, $10,000 under VOSB and $10,000 under SDVOSB).  Be sure that the dollars

are counted in the SB line only once and not four times (e.g. $40,000 representing the same firm participating at $10,000 in differing

categories).  Note that the SB percentage is not simply a total of the percentages of each SB subcategory and must be calculated

separately as shown in the chart.

(c) For HUBZone SB: Include only "SBA certified" HubZone SBs.  Note that this is different from some of the state HUB certifications.

L.8.1.3.4   Small Business List: All offerors shall provide the names and CAGE codes of small business concerns (including the offeror

if a small business concern) who would participate in accomplishing the proposed contract; the small business classification of each
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U.S. small business concern (i.e. SB, SDB, WOSB, HUBZone SB, VOSB, and SDVOSB ); a short description of the specific services to be

provided by each small business concern; and the estimated total dollars for each service or product.

a. This data shall be provided in a table format in accordance with the following example:

Name of      CAGE Code   Location     SB       Description of   Total $

SB Concern                           Class      Supplies or

                                                 Service

ABC Co.     123XX     City, USA     SB           Wire          $ 0.50M

DEF Co.     XX123     City, USA     SB         Plating         $ 0.75M

GHI, Inc.   DD123     City, USA     SB,WOSB   Circuit Cards    $ 1.20M

                                    VOSB

b. If a small business does not have a CAGE code, insert the word "None" in the table above.  Note that during the evaluation, the

Government may request that the offeror submit a letter from the small business affirming the information provided in your proposal.

c. For SB Classifications(s), list all SB classifications that apply to each concern in the table above.

L.8.2 If the offeror IS NOT a U.S. small business concern and must submit a Small Business Subcontracting Plan under this RFP in

accordance with FAR 52.219-9, the Small Business Subcontracting Plan shall be consistent with the offeror's Small Business Participation

proposal information provided in response to L.8 (recognizing that the Small Business Subcontracting Plan percentages will be different

in that the percentage calculation denominator is total subcontracting amount as opposed to this Small Business Participation Factor

where the percentage calculation denominator is the offeror's proposed Contract Target Price).

L.8.3 Compliance with FAR 52.219-9.

L.8.3.1 Offerors which are both: (a) other than U.S. small business concerns (as defined by the North American Industry Classification

System (NAICS) code applicable to this RFP), and (b) have had prior contracts requiring the submission of a Small Business

Subcontracting Plan in accordance with FAR 52.219-9 are to:

Provide a description of their performance in complying with the requirements of FAR 52.219-9, including documentation of both their

goals and their accomplishment of the goals established under subcontracting plans of prior contracts performed over the past twelve

(12) months (from date of solicitation issuance).  This documentation shall include Individual Subcontracting Reports (ISRs/DD Form

294s) which list both goals and accomplishments against individual or master plans.  If over the last twelve (12) months from the date

of RFP release, the offeror reported accomplishments against commercial or comprehensive subcontracting plans in lieu of individual or

master plans, the offeror shall submit the plans to document the goals and the Summary Subcontract Reports (SSRs/DD Form 295s) to

document the accomplishments. (Note: if the offeror has not performed a contract over the past twelve (12) months, which included FAR

52.219-9, the offeror shall so state).

L.8.3.2 Offerors which have had prior contracts requiring a Small Business Subcontracting Plan IAW FAR 52.219-9 and provide the

information requested in L.8.3 of this RFP shall not respond to L.8.4 below.

L.8.3.3 If the reporting entity listed on a subcontracting report is different from the name of the proposing prime, provide an

explanation of the legal relationship between the other entity and the proposing prime and a description of how the other entity's small

business accomplishments reported are applicable to the current proposal.  This explanation should include Business Name, CAGE Code and

DUNS number of the other entity and the proposing prime.

L.8.4 Approach to meeting FAR 52.219-8. Offerors which are either U.S. small business concerns, or other than U.S. small business

concerns (as defined by the North American Industry Classification System (NAICS) code applicable to this RFP) having had no prior

contracts requiring a Small Business Subcontracting Plan in accordance with FAR 52.219-9 shall substantiate their proposed approach to

meeting the requirement of FAR 52.219-8. Substantiation may include providing:

(a) a description of the offeror's performance, over the past twelve (12) months (from date of solicitation issuance), in complying with

the requirements of FAR 52.219-8 (Note: if the offeror has not performed a contract over the past twelve (12) months (from date of

solicitation issuance), which included FAR 52.219-8, the offeror shall so state);

(b) a description and available documentation of any methods or techniques used to promote small business participation;

(c) any listings of U.S. small business concerns who are subcontracting candidates;

(d) internal procedures used to monitor small business participation during contract performance; and/or

(e) any other information substantiating that the offeror will satisfy the requirements of FAR 52.219-8.

L.9 Proposal Terms and Conditions

L.9.1 Any information provided as part of the Proposal Terms and Conditions Volume may be used to correlate the evaluation of the other

proposal volumes.
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L.9.2 Submit two (2) signed copies of the Standard Form 33 (SF33) cover page and a copy of all completed fill-ins for Sections A through

K, including all signed copies of Amendments to the RFP. ORCA certifications need not be separately submitted.

L.9.2.1 Where certifications/approved systems are required for an offeror, if the proposal is being submitted by a Joint Venture,

certifications and approved systems for the principals (partners) of the joint venture will be considered as valid for that offeror

providing the necessary documentation from all principals (partners) is provided with the proposal.

L.9.3 A statement specifying agreement with all terms, conditions, and provisions included in the solicitation or any exceptions. Any

exceptions taken to the attachments, exhibits, enclosures, or other RFP terms, conditions, or documents must be fully explained;

however, any such exceptions may be grounds for the Contracting Officer to reject the proposal from further consideration in the source

selection process, before initial evaluation.

L.9.4 Large business offerors as defined by the North American Industry Classification System (NAICS) code applicable to this RFP,

336992, shall submit an acceptable small business subcontracting plan in accordance with Department of Defense FAR Supplement (DFARS)

252.219-7003 and provide this plan as part of the proposal submission.

L.9.5 In accordance with the applicable DFARS clauses contained in the RFP, identify and assert any and all restrictions on the

Government's use, release or disclosure of technical data and computer software rights.  Applicable accounting records supporting these

asserted restrictions shall be made available upon request.

L.9.6 Include documentation demonstrating, as applicable, that the offeror and Subcontractors have the following certifications:

(a) Facility Clearance for any location that will handle classified material (Special Access Information)

(b) Information System Security Clearance for any location that will handle classified material (Special Access Information)

(c) DCMA Approved Accounting System If an offeror does not currently have a DCMA Approved Accounting System, the offeror shall provide

the reason for this as well as documentation demonstrating when an approved system will be in place. If the offeror is operating under a

corrective action plan agreed to by DCMA, documentation including a letter from the cognizant Administrative Contracting Officer

reflecting this, shall be provided.

L.9.6.1 For IT System General Controls, Billing, Purchasing, Compensation, Labor, Material Management and Indirect/ODC systems the

offeror and Major Subcontractors at any level shall provide the status of these controls/systems.

L.9.7 Include the written consent of its proposed Subcontractors to allow the Government to discuss the Subcontractor's past performance

with the offeror.

L.9.8 Include the agreements with each GSC in accordance with Section L.1.3 and its subparagraphs.

L.9.9 Submit documentation regarding the status of the offeror's Earned Value Management System (EVMS).  Such documentation would

typically be in the form of a letter from Defense Contract Management Agency.  If the offeror does not currently have an approved Earned

Value Management System, submit its plan for compliance with the EVMS guidelines referenced in DFARS 252.234-7002.

L.10 Organizational Conflict of Interest.

L.10.1 The provisions of FAR 9.5, "Organizational Conflict of Interest" (OCI), applies to any award under this RFP. Potential offerors

should review their current and planned participation in any other Government contracts, subcontracts, consulting, or teaming

arrangements where they may be in a position of actual or perceived bias or unfair competitive advantage. A common example with the

potential for OCI is where an entity performs work both as a system contractor/subcontractor and as a Government support contractor for

Government offices involved in GCV IFV or related programs.

L.10.2 Offerors should disclose any potential OCI situations to the Contracting Officer as soon as identified including prior to

proposal submission. The disclosure should include the facts and an analysis of the actual or perceived conflict and a recommended

approach(es) to neutralize or mitigate the potential conflict. The preferred approach to potential conflicts is to negate/obviate the

conflict. Mitigation is considered only if it is not practical to negate/obviate the conflict. The Contracting Officer will promptly

respond to resolve any potential conflicts.

                                               *** END OF NARRATIVE L0001 ***

        Status  Regulatory Cite                                  Title                                       Date        Status  Regulatory Cite                                  Title                                       Date        _______ _______________  ______________________________________________________________________  ____________        _______ _______________  ______________________________________________________________________  ____________

    L-1 CHANGED 252.225-7003     REPORT OF INTENDED PERFORMANCE OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES AND CANADA--     OCT/2010

                                 SUBMISSION WITH OFFER

    L-2 CHANGED 52.215-20        REQUIREMENTS FOR CERTIFIED COST OR PRICING DATA AND DATA OTHER THAN       OCT/2010

                                 CERTIFIED COST OR PRICING DATA
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(a) Exceptions from certified cost or pricing data.

  (1) In lieu of submitting certified cost or pricing data, offerors may submit a written request for exception by submitting the

information described in the following subparagraphs. The Contracting Officer may require additional supporting information, but only to

the extent necessary to determine whether an exception should be granted, and whether the price is fair and reasonable.

    (i) Identification of the law or regulation establishing the price offered. If the price is controlled under law by periodic

rulings, reviews, or similar actions of a governmental body, attach a copy of the controlling document, unless it was previously

submitted to the contracting office.

    (ii) Commercial item exception. For a commercial item exception, the offeror shall submit, at a minimum, information on prices at

which the same item or similar items have previously been sold in the commercial market that is adequate for evaluating the

reasonableness of the price for this acquisition. Such information may include --

      (A) For catalog items, a copy of or identification of the catalog and its date, or the appropriate pages for the offered items, or

a statement that the catalog is on file in the buying office to which the proposal is being submitted. Provide a copy or describe

current discount policies and price lists (published or unpublished), e.g., wholesale, original equipment manufacturer, or reseller.

Also explain the basis of each offered price and its relationship to the established catalog price, including how the proposed price

relates to the price of recent sales in quantities similar to the proposed quantities;

      (B) For market-priced items, the source and date or period of the market quotation or other basis for market price, the base

amount, and applicable discounts. In addition, describe the nature of the market;

      (C) For items included on an active Federal Supply Service Multiple Award Schedule contract, proof that an exception has been

granted for the schedule item.

  (2) The offeror grants the Contracting Officer or an authorized representative the right to examine, at any time before award, books,

records, documents, or other directly pertinent records to verify any request for an exception under this provision, and the

reasonableness of price. For items priced using catalog or market prices, or law or regulation, access does not extend to cost or profit

information or other data relevant solely to the offerors determination of the prices to be offered in the catalog or marketplace.

(b) Requirements for certified cost or pricing data. If the offeror is not granted an exception from the requirement to submit certified

cost or pricing data, the following applies:

  (1) The offeror shall prepare and submit certified cost or pricing data, data other than certified cost or pricing data, and

supporting attachments in accordance with the instructions contained in Table 15-2 of FAR 15.408, which is incorporated by reference

with the same force and effect as though it were inserted here in full text. The instructions in Table 15-2 are incorporated as a

mandatory format to be used in this contract, unless the Contracting Officer and the Contractor agree to a different format and change

this clause to use Alternate I.

  (2) As soon as practicable after agreement on price, but before contract award (except for unpriced actions such as letter contracts),

the offeror shall submit a Certificate of Current Cost or Pricing Data, as prescribed by FAR 15.406-2.

(End of Provision)
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SECTION M - EVALUATION FACTORS FOR AWARD

M.1 Basis of Award.

M.1.1 The Government desires to make up to three (3) awards as a result of this RFP (subject to the conditions described in M.3.1.1

below).  The Government will select up to three (3) proposals which represent the best value to the Government as described below.  When

proposals non-Price Factors are essentially equal, Price to the Government may be controlling in determining the successful offerors.

There are five evaluation factors: (1) Technical, (2) Schedule, (3) Price, (4) Past Performance and (5) Small Business Participation.

The relative order of importance of these factors (and sub-factors where applicable) is set forth in M.4 below.

M.1.1.1 Requirement for Facility Clearance (SECRET).  Portions of the information on this program will be classified as SECRET.  To be

considered for award, offerors must have a SECRET Facility Clearance (FCL).  Offerors must submit documentation indicating their

facility has been granted a SECRET FCL.  Offerors who are considering a subcontractor must also submit documentation indicating that its

subcontractor has obtained the necessary clearance in order to be considered for award for those subcontractors that will handle

classified material.  All FCL information will be verified through the Defense Security Service for all offerors and their

subcontractors.  Offerors without a security FCL will neither be able to discuss or access key aspects of the program that are

classified nor will they be able to pass such information on to their subcontractor.  Access to SECRET/SAR information will be required

under the contract resulting from this RFP.

M.1.1.1.1 Export Controlled Information.  This RFP contains Export Controlled information in Controlled Unclassified Attachments and

within the Classified Annex to this RFP.  Certain aspects of the Classified Annex are marked SECRET/NOFORN.  It is the responsibility of

the offeror, not the Government, to obtain the necessary export licenses to share any such information with subcontractors or to obtain

access to the files themselves.  The failure or inability of an offeror to obtain the appropriate license or agreement will not be

considered as a mitigating factor in the evaluation process.  In essence, if the appropriate information is not conveyed in the proposal

or in the discussion process, an offeror's risk rating may be impacted.

M.1.1.2 Requirement for Information System Clearances.  The Government will evaluate the documentation submitted in L.9.6 confirming the

offeror and subcontractors, as applicable, have FCL and Information System Security clearances capable of handling, at a minimum, data

and information classified SECRET prior to the close of discussions.

M.2 Rejection of Offers.   In accordance with FAR 52.215-1 Alt. I contained in this RFP, the Government may reject any or all proposals

if such action is in the Government's interests.  Examples include, but are not limited to, the following:

a.  Merely offers to perform work according to the RFP terms or fails to present more than a statement indicating its capability to

comply with the RFP terms without support and elaboration as specified in Section L of this RFP; or

b.  Reflects an inherent lack of technical competence or a failure to comprehend the complexity and risks required to perform the RFP

requirements, that may include submission of a proposal which is unrealistically high or low in Price or unrealistic in terms of

technical or schedule commitments; or

c.  Contains any unexplained significant inconsistency between the proposed effort and Price proposal, which implies that the offeror

has (1) an inherent misunderstanding of the scope of work, or (2) an inability to perform the resultant contract; or

d.  Is unbalanced as to Price.  An unbalanced offer is one, which is based on pricing significantly high or low for one given period

versus another period.  There must be a direct relationship between the effort expended and its Price for each incrementally funded

period; or

e.  Offers a product or services that do not meet all stated material requirements of the RFP; or

f.  Proposes exceptions to the attachments, exhibits, enclosures, or other RFP terms and conditions; or

g.  Requests more than $450,000,000 in funding for the TD phase or is otherwise unaffordable for the TD phase; or

h. Fails to meaningfully respond to the Proposal preparation instructions specified in Section L of this RFP.

M.3 Evaluation and Source Selection Process

M.3.1 Evaluation Process.  Selection of the successful offeror(s) shall be made following an assessment of each proposal, based on the

response to the information requested in Section L of this RFP and against the RFP requirements and the evaluation criteria described in

Section M herein.  Proposals will be evaluated as specified herein, to include developing narrative support for the evaluation

conclusions under each Factor and Sub-factor.  The Government reserves the right to reject proposals, in accordance with RFP provision

M.2 above.  An offeror will only be eligible to receive one (1) award regardless of the number of proposals it submits.  It is the

Government's intent to award up to three (3) contracts to three (3) separate offerors competing independently that do not share a common

parent, do not have a parent/subsidiary relationship with the other awardee(s), and are not affiliates (as defined in FAR 19.101) of the

other awardee(s).
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M.3.1.1  The evaluation of proposals submitted in response to this RFP shall be conducted on a source selection basis utilizing a "trade-

off" process to obtain the best value to the Government.  The Government seeks to award to an offeror(s) who gives the greatest

confidence it will best meet the requirements affordably.  The Government will weigh the evaluated proposal (other than the Price

Factor) against the evaluated Price to the Government.  As part of the best value determination, the Government will assess the risks of

each proposal, that include its strengths and weaknesses, in selecting the proposal(s) that are most advantageous and represent the best

overall value to the Government.  In utilizing the "trade-off" process to obtain the best value to the Government, the Government may

select an offeror(s) whose approach submitted in response to the Technical Factor has been assessed as credibly achieving higher Tier 2

performance levels up to the threshold and/or achieving higher performance levels up to the objective against the underbody Improvised

Explosive Device threats specified in GCV IFV Performance Specification requirements 1925 and 1827 than a credible approach that

achieves lower performance levels.  The Government reserves the right to make less than three (3) awards if the value of additional

awards up to three (3) would offer only limited benefit to achieving program requirements or based on affordability of three (3) awards.

 The Government may make no contract award if it concludes that no proposal is affordable and/or offers a reasonable probability of

achieving program requirements.

M.3.1.2 Source Selection Authority.  The Source Selection Authority (SSA) is the official designated to direct the source selection

process and select the offeror(s) for contract award(s).  A Source Selection Advisory Council (SSAC) will advise the SSA prior to the

selection decision.

M.3.1.3 Source Selection Evaluation Board (SSEB).  A SSEB has been established by the Government to evaluate proposals in response to

this RFP.  The SSEB is comprised of technically qualified individuals who have been selected to conduct this evaluation in accordance

with the evaluation criteria listed for this RFP.  Careful, full and impartial consideration will be given to all proposals received in

response to this RFP.  All proposals shall be subject to evaluation by a team of Government personnel and Government support contractors

(See L.1.3 and its subparagraphs).

M.3.1.4 Award with Discussions. This RFP includes FAR Provision 52.215-1 "Instructions to Offerors - Competitive Acquisition (Alternate

I)" in Section L which advises that the Government intends to conduct discussions with offerors in the Competitive Range.  Discussions

will be conducted in accordance with FAR 15.306.  Since written and oral communications are limited prior to any competitive range

determination (FAR 15.306 (c)), it is vitally important that the offeror's initial proposal be complete and comprehensive.

M.3.2 Determination of Responsibility.  In accordance with FAR 9.103, contracts will be placed only with offerors that the Contracting

Officer determines to be responsible, that is, those who satisfactorily demonstrate the capability to perform the necessary tasks and

delivery of the required items on time.  Prospective offerors, in order to qualify as sources for this acquisition, must be able to

demonstrate that they meet the standards of responsibility as set forth in FAR 9.104.  In addition, the Government may assess the

offeror's financial capabilities to meet the RFP requirements. The Government reserves the right to conduct a Pre-Award Survey on any or

all offerors (or their Major Subcontractors), to aid the Contracting Officer in the evaluation of each offeror's proposal and ensure

that a selected offeror is responsible.  Additional requirements of responsibility for this contract are the necessary DSS Facility and

Information Systems clearances.  An approved Earned Value Management System (EVMS) is also highly desirable.  A DCMA approved Accounting

System or a system operating under a DCMA approved Corrective Action Plan is required to be determined as responsible. In the event the

offeror's EVMS is not currently approved, the appropriate Defense Contract Management Agency office will be contacted and the Government

will determine the suitability of the offeror's current system in making its responsibility determination.  In addition, the Government

may take into consideration in making its responsibility determination the information the offeror submitted in response to Section

L.6.1.6.  No award can be made to an offeror who has been determined to be not responsible by the Contracting Officer.  To make sure an

offeror meets the responsibility criteria at FAR 9.104, the Government may:

(1) arrange a visit to an offeror's plant and perform a necessary Pre-Award Survey, or

(2) request an offeror to provide financial, technical, production, or managerial background information.  If the requested information

is not submitted within seven (7) days from the date of receipt of the request, or if offeror refuses the Government access to its

facility, the Government may determine the offeror non-responsible.  If the Government visits the offeror's facility, please ensure that

current data relevant to its proposal is available for Government personnel to review.

M.4 Evaluation Criteria

There are five evaluation factors:

(i) Factor I: Technical

(ii) Factor II:  Schedule

(iii) Factor III: Price

(iv) Factor IV: Past Performance

(v) Factor V: Small Business Participation.

The Technical Factor is slightly more important than the Schedule Factor.  The Schedule Factor is more important than the Price Factor.

The Price Factor is more important than the Past Performance Factor.   The Past Performance Factor is slightly more important than the

Small Business Participation Factor.  The non-Price factors, when combined, are significantly more important than the Price Factor.
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Except as specifically described in Section M.4.2.1 below, no evaluation credit will be given for exceeding the threshold requirements

of the GCV IFV Performance Specification.

M.4.1 Importance of Price. Award(s) will be made to the responsible offeror(s) whose proposal(s) represents the best value to the

Government.  This may not be the offeror(s) with the lowest Price.  However, the closer the offerors' evaluations are in those Factors

other than the Price Factor, the more important Price becomes in the decision.  Notwithstanding the relative order of importance of the

five evaluation Factors stated herein, Price may be controlling when:

a. proposals are otherwise considered approximately equal in the non-Price Factors; or

b. an otherwise superior proposal is unaffordable in the TD phase; or

c. the advantages of a proposal are not considered to be worth the price premium.

In spite of the non-Price Factors importance relative to Price, Price may play a deciding role in decisions for multiple awards to

achieve program balance.

M.4.1.1 Affordability. The non-Price Factors, when combined, are significantly more important than the Price Factor.  However, no

proposal or combination of proposals, no matter how low the risk/highly rated, will be considered for award if unaffordable for the

Technology Development (TD) phase.  This includes contract award affordability based on (a) the total available funding in FY11-FY13

and, (b) since the awards will be RDTE incrementally-funded contracts, available funding within each of the FY11-FY13 funding periods.

Proposals that require funding in advance of availability may not be considered for award.

FY funding is not often available to the GCV Project Management Office prior to 07 November of each respective fiscal year.  Offerors

should account for this in their execution planning and resourcing.

Proposals requesting funding in excess of $450,000,000 for the TD phase will be considered unaffordable.

M.4.2 Technical Factor (Factor 1). This factor includes the following three sub-factors:  (1) Integrated Design, (2) Technical Approach

and (3) Unit Manufacturing Cost (UMC).  The Integrated Design Sub-factor is slightly more important than each of the Technical Approach

and UMC Sub-factors.  The Technical Approach and UMC Sub-factors are of equal importance.

M.4.2.1 Integrated Design Sub-factor (Sub-factor 1).  The information submitted in response to the Integrated Design Sub-factor will be

evaluated to assess the risks that:

(a) The offeror's approach credibly meets the Tier 1 requirements specified in Attachment 025 including proposed performance, if any,

above the threshold up to the objective against the underbody Improvised Explosive Device threats specified in requirements 1925 and

1827;

(b) The offeror's approach credibly meets its proposed performance against the Tier 2 requirements specified in Attachment 025;

(c) The initial concept credibly allocates space for all subsystems (to include space allowing for sway space, cables, hydraulic lines

and other interfaces required for operation, access to remove/replace components at LRU level), for the crew and the nine-person

Infantry squad, and for the Equipment Stowage List Requirements items it proposes;

(d) The proposed approach will meet SOW C.20.4; and

(e) The proposed Mobility architecture has power consumption estimates that accurately account for the applicable subsystems identified

in its Product Structure; provides cooling/heat rejection estimates that accurately account for the applicable subsystems identified in

its Product Structure, and, if proposing a tracked vehicle, an overall vehicle size conforming to an L/T ratio of 1.4 to 1.8 (no

distinction will be drawn for L/T ratios between 1.4 and 1.8).

There will be no inherent advantage or inherent disadvantage to an offeror that selects the Army armor solutions as provided in the

Classified Annex to this RFP.  The solution will be evaluated on its own merits.  With the exception of the evaluation of performance

against the underbody Improvised Explosive Device threats specified in requirements 1925 and 1827, proposed performance beyond threshold

will not receive any further evaluation credit, except to the extent such performance credibly reduces the risk of achieving the

threshold.  For evaluation of performance against the underbody Improvised Explosive Device threats specified in requirements 1925 and

1827, evaluation credit will be given up to the objective for performance levels that are assessed as credibly exceeding the threshold.

Credible approaches that propose to achieve performance levels closer to the Tier 2 thresholds may be viewed more favorably than

credible approaches that propose to achieve lower performance levels.  In addition, credible approaches that propose to achieve

performance levels up to the objective against the underbody Improvised Explosive Device threats specified in requirements 1925 and 1827

may be viewed more favorably than credible approaches that propose to achieve lower performance levels in those requirements.

M.4.2.2 Technical Approach Sub-factor (Sub-factor 2).  The information submitted in response to the Technical Approach Sub-factor will

be evaluated to assess the risks that the offeror understands the efforts to successfully design and develop the GCV IFV that meets all
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of the Tier 1 Threshold requirements, and as many of the Tier 2-3 threshold requirements as possible to balance the achievement of the

Army's GCV IFV Unit Manufacturing Cost target while minimizing the schedule risk in meeting the program's year seven (7) production date

goal. An offeror's technical approach that does not show a process for trading off the Tier 2/3 requirements while balancing the

achievement of the UMC target while minimizing the schedule risk may impose risk.  Likewise, an approach that simply proposes to comply

with the requirements, or an approach that proposes to use "best practices" in performing its technical approach without the required

narrative explaining how those practices are specifically applied to the GCV IFV TD phase may also impose risk.  In addition, a credible

approach that proposes to meet all requirements but does not balance the achievement of the UMC target while minimizing schedule risk in

meeting the programs year 7 production date goal may impose risk.

M.4.2.3 UMC Sub-factor (Sub-factor 3).  The Government will assess the risks associated with the affordability of the offeror's GCV IFV

initial concept by comparing the UMC estimate submitted in response to the UMC Sub-factor to be at or below $10.5 million.  As part of

its risk assessment, the Government will:

(a) Determine strengths and weaknesses associated with the completeness, credibility, and realism of the offeror's UMC estimate, and

(b) Generate confidence levels and UMC values for the offeror's GCV IFV initial concept and compare it to $10.5 million.  Generate UMC

values for the offeror's GCV IFV initial concept and assess confidence levels that the Government generated UMC values will be at or

below $10.5 million.

M.4.3 Schedule Factor (Factor 2).  The information submitted in response to the Schedule Factor will be evaluated to assess the risks

that the offeror will achieve the contractual requirements at the conclusion of GCV IFV TD phase and the Early Prototype (-) vehicle

delivery in the EMD phase.  The primary purpose of the substantiating data submitted for the Technology Readiness Level Self-Assessment

Form is to document and verify the credibility of the offeror's proposed TRLs and to assess schedule risk impacts for modified TRL 6 or

higher technologies proposed.

M.4.4 Price Factor (Factor 3).

M.4.4.1 The information submitted in response to the Price Factor will be evaluated to assess the reasonableness and realism of the

offeror's proposed Target Price reflected in CLIN 0001 in RFP Section B.

M.4.4.1.1 Reasonableness.  The assessment of the proposed Target Price will include the consideration of reasonableness.  A price is

considered reasonable if it does not exceed what would be incurred by a prudent person in the conduct of competitive business.

M.4.4.1.2 Realism.  Realism means that the offeror's proposed Target Price is consistent with its approach and reflects a clear

understanding of the requirements.  The Government will evaluate the realism of the offeror's proposed Target Price by reviewing the

offeror's proposal, as supported by the proposal's cost element build-up, to assess whether the proposed Target Price reflects the

offeror's proposed approach.  Where the offeror's proposed Target Price lacks realism relative to its approach, the evaluations under

the Technical and/or Schedule Factors (and the applicable Sub-factors) may reflect increased risk.  In the event the offeror proposes

any cost decrements as described in L.6.1.6, the Government may consider the realism of such decrements in its assessment.

M.4.5 Past Performance Factor (Factor 4).

M.4.5.1 The Past Performance Factor will assess the risks associated with the probability that the offeror will successfully perform the

contract based on the offeror's and Subcontractors record of past performance on recent and relevant contracts. The offeror may also be

evaluated based on other internal Government or private source information. In this regard, the Government may utilize the Contractor

Performance Assessment Reporting System (CPARS), the Past Performance Information Retrieval System (PPIRS), and/or any other available

Government database to search for recent and relevant offeror performance and ratings.

M.4.5.2 Unknown Risk: offerors without a record of recent and relevant past performance will be rated as "Unknown Risk", which is

neither favorable nor unfavorable.

M.4.6 Small Business Participation Factor (Factor 5).

M.4.6.1   The Government will evaluate the extent of first-tier small business participation (in terms of the offeror's proposed Total

Contract Target Price) which the offeror credibly proposes to subcontract to U.S. small business (SB) concerns (including (SB, SDB,

WOSB, HUBZone SB, VOSB, and/or SDVOSB) in the performance of the contract.  For the purpose of this evaluation, the extent of offeror

(or joint venture partner/teaming arrangement) participation in proposed contract performance, where the offeror is a U.S. small

business concern, for NAICS code 336992, will also be considered small business participation.

M.4.6.2   The evaluation will consist of the following:

a.   The extent to which the proposal identifies participation by U.S. small business concerns to achieve the Governments SB

subcontracting goals (to include, as described above, the participation of the offeror if it is a U.S. small business concern).  The

extent of participation of such concerns will be evaluated in terms of the percentage of the offeror's proposed Total Contract Target

Price.  The Governments subcontracting goals for small business participation are:
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20% for SBs

2% for SDBs

2% for WOSBs

1.3% for HubZone SBs

1.3% for VOSBs

1.3% for SDVOSBs

b.   An assessment of the realism, that includes strengths and weaknesses, that the offeror will achieve the levels of small business

participation identified in the proposal. This assessment will be based on an assessment of the offeror's proposed small business

participation approach and the probability that the offeror will satisfy commitments and requirements, on the instant contract, based

upon the extent of satisfaction of FAR 52.219-8 and/or FAR 52.219-9 (as applicable) commitments on prior contracts.

                                               *** END OF NARRATIVE M0001 ***

 42 42

W56HZV-11-R-0001 0002


	SECTION A
	SECTION E
	SECTION F
	SECTION H
	SECTION I
	SECTION J
	SECTION K
	SECTION L
	SECTION M

